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4429. By :Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Petition urging the pas-' H. R.l3456. An act granting the conSent of Congress to ' 

sage of the White radio bill as it stood before the introduction Dwight P. Robinson & Co. (Inc.), its successors and assigns, 
of the amendments thereto; to the Committee on Mines and to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio 
Mining. River ; 

4430. By :Mr. SINNOTT: Petition of certain citizens of H. R.14236. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Harney County, Oreg. ; to the Committee on the District of police jury of Rapides Parish, La., to construct a bridge across 
Columbia. Red River at or near Boyce, La.; 

4431. By Mr. SNELL: Petition of Brooklyn Chamber of Com- H. R. 14239. An act granting the consent of Congre~s to 
merce, regarding the deep water highway from Montreal, Can- Meridian & "Bigbee River Railway Co. to construct, maintain, 
ada, to Duluth, Minn.; to the Committee on Rivers and Har- and operate a railroad bridge across the Tombigbee River at or 
·bors. near Nabeola, Ala.; . 

4432. By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: Petition signed by H. R.14246. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
oMrs. E. S. Kinney and others, of Granger, Wash., protesting Maysville Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, 
against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance legis- maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River ; 
lation; to the Committee on the District of Colombia. H. R.14688. An act granting the consent of Congress to con-

4433. Also, petition signed by M. L. Irwin and others, of struct a bridge across the Waccamaw Ri'rer in South Carolina; 
Walla Walla, Wash., protesting against the enactment of com- and 
pulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the H. R. 15127. An act for the relief of sufferers from floods in 
Di trict of Columbia. the vicinity of Fabens and El Paso, Tex., in September, 1925. 

4434. Also, petition signed by Mr. R. L. Walin and others, of 
College Place, Wash., protesting against the enactment of com
pulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

4435. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of a number of residents 
of Burgettstown, Washington County, Pa., urging the passage 
of legislation whlcb would provide increase of pension to Civil 
War veterans and widows of Civil War veterans; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

SENATE 
TUESDAY, J(J/TI,uary 4,1927 

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the follow1ng 
prayer: 

Our Father, not only the rain but the sunshine comes from 
Thee, and we bless Thee that Thou art the author of all our 
blessings. Be pleased to look upon us this morning and give us 
such wisdom in the understanding of the times as will enable 
us to fulfill each duty in Thy fear and to Thy glory. Hear and 
help. For Jesus Christ's sake. Amen. · 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester
day's proceedings when, on request of Mr. CURTIS and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 
and the Journal was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a mes
sage from the House of Representatives. 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaf
fee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 113) authorizing the selection 
of a site and the erection of a pedestal for the Albert Gal
latin statue in Washington, D. C., with amendments, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10929) 
granting the consent of Congress to the Pittsburgh, Chicago 
& St. Louis Railroad Co., its successors and assigns to con
struct a bridge across the Little Calumet River in Thornton 
Township, Cook County, Ill. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
tlle following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 12263. An act to create in the Bureau of Labor Sta
tistics of the Department of Labor a division of safety ; 

H. R. 12775. An act amending ~tion 6 of the act of August 
30, 1890; 

H. R. 13016. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
city of Chicago to construct a bridge across the Calumet River 
at or near One hundred and sixth Street, in the city of 
Chicago, county of Cook, State of lllinois; 

H. R. 13067. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Montana, or Roosevelt County, or McCone County, 
in the State of Montana, or either or several of them, to con
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Wolf Point, Mont.; 

H. R. 13452. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Pittsbtirgh, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railroad Co. to 
construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge across the 
Wabash River; 

H. R. 13455. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Ashland Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River; 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The message also announced that the Speaker bad affixed his 
signature to the enrolled bill (H. R. 10929) granting the con
sent of Congress to the Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. 
Louis Railroad Co., its successors and assigns, to construct a 
bridge across the Little Calumet River in Thornton Township, 
Cook County, Ill., and it was thereupon signed by the Vice 
President. 

GEORGE WASHINGTON BICENTENNIAL COMMISSION 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair appoints the Senator 
from Kansas, Mr. CAPPER, as a member of the George Washing
ton Bicentennial Commission to fill the vacancy thereon caused 
by the death of the late Senator from Missouri, Mr. Spencer. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Mr. WILLIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Wauseon, Ohio, praying for the prompt passage of the so-called 
White radio bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WARREN presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Hanna and Shoshoni, all in the State of Wyoming, praying 
for the prompt passage of the so-called White radio bill without 
amendment, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

l\Ir. CURTIS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Con
cordia, Kanopolis, Mulvane, Wathena, Green, Reading, Mc
Pherson, Hunter, and Cherryvale, all in the State of Kansas 
praying for the prompt passage of the so-called White radi~ 
bill, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution adopted by the Topeka 
(Kans.) Federation of Labor, protesting against the seating 
in the Senate of persons who may obtain their election through 
bribery or the exorbitant use of money, which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. NORBECK presented the petition of Frank W. Foster, 
of Timber Lake, and of sundry citizens of White Horse, 
Promise, and Laplant, all in the State of South Dakota, pray
ing for the passage of legislation granting increased pensions 
to veterans of the Indian wars and the widows and minor 
orphan children of such veterans, which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

THE RADIO SITUATION 

1\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, my daily mail 
is being amazingly inflated by complaints from all sections 
of Massachusetts, and from other New England States as well, 
in regard to the present chaos in the radio situation. The 
difficulty has now become so serious that the Boston Post, one 
of our leading New England dailies, has devoted a special 
department to the agitation for remedial legislation, editorially 
assuring its readers that~ with more than 500 broadcasting 
stations now in daily operation and more than 100 more likely 
to go on the air at any moment, the situation has become acute 
and the need of urging immediate action upon Congress is 
imperative. 

In view of these evidences of the great inconvenience which 
the public is suffering, and the widespread public demand for 
relief, I earnestly hope that action by Congress will not be 
long delayed. 

Among the many hundreds of appeals which I have re
ceived is an official communication from the City Council of 
Brockton, Mass., which I ask to have printed in the RECoRD 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
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CITY Oll' BnOCKTOlf~ 

In aommon Council~ December 1DI ~. 
Whereas radio broadcasting has risen to be of mpreme public 

importance as an educational advantage for the transmission of 
public information, and as a general public benefit to millions of 
the inhabitants, and for the benefit of municipalities, the several 
Commonwealths and the national welfare: Therefore be it 

Resalved., That the City Council of Brockton believes that public 
comfort, convenience, and necessity require that Congress shall at 
the earliest possible date enact such legislation as will invest with 
adequate authority the Secretary of Commerce, or some such com· 
missioner or public department in Washington, with powers and 
responsibility for the proper and reasonable regulation of the ·use 
o:t the air for radio broadcasting, by the assignment of wave lengths 
and such other regulatory powers as· may be adjudged to be neces
sary for the protection of the public interest and the safeguarding 
of the radio as a channel for the performance of various branches of 
public service to which radio has been adapted ; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the 
Congressman for the fourteenth Massachusetts district and to the 
Senators in Congress for Massachusetts, and that the several cities 
in Massachusetts be invited to join with Brockton in calling the atten
tion ot their Congressmen and the Senators from Massachusetts to 
the urgent need of such legislation. 

Passed ·in common council on December 10, 1926. 
Passed in board of aldermen on December 13, 1926. 
Approved. 

DECEMBER 14, 1926. 
A true copy, attest: 

IIABOLD D. BENT, Mayor. 

J. ALBERT SULLIVAN, Oity (Jlerk. 

LANDS AT PHOENIX, ABIZ. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 6384) to 
amend the acts of June 7, 1924, and March 3, 1925, granting 
certain public lands to the city of Phoenix, Ariz., reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No~ 1212) 
thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
cop.sent, th~ second time, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: ' • 
A bill ( S. 5034) to amend the act en tiled 11An act. authorizing 

inYestigations by the. Secretacy of the Interior .and .the Secre
tary of Commerce jointly to determi,ne the location, extent, 
an_d mode of occurrence of potash deposits in the United 
States, and to conduct laboratory tests," approved June 25, 
1926; and . 

A bill ( S. 5035) to amend an act entitled "An act authoriz
ing investigations by the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Secretary of Commerce jointly to determine the location, ex
tent, and mode of occurrence of potash deposits in the United 
States, and to conduct laboratory tests," approved June 25, 
1926; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. WILLIS: 
A bill (S. 5036) granting an increa e of pension to Jane 0. 

Biggs (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 5037) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 

Harris (with accompanying papers); and ) 
A bill ( S. 5038) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 

0. Hunt (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By 1\fr. COUZENS: 
A bill ( S. 5039) to abolish administrative _examination of 

accounts and provide an independent examination of accounts 
in certain departments, and for other purposes; to the Commit
tee on Finance. 

By Mr. NEELY: 
A bill (S. 5040) for the relief of Nannie C. Willianm, admh:~

istratrix: of the estate of William E. Keeney, deceased ; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5041) granting an increase of pension to .Martha 
J. Snider; 

A bill ( S. 5042) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
Chapman ; and 

A bill (S. 5043) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Adkins ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 
A bill ( S. 5044) granting an increase of pension to C. Ella 

Hartwell (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: 
A bill (S. 5045) granting an increase of pension to Per~ 0. 

Hodgkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 
A bill (S. 5046) to amend the World War veterans act, 1924; 

to the Committee on Finance. 
By Mr. CURTIS : 
A bill (S. 5047) for the relief of Viola Addis (with accom

panying papers) ; and 
A bill (S. 5048) for the relief of the First National Bank 

of Herington, Kans. (with accompanying papers) ; to the Com-
mittee on Claims. · 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: . 
A bill ( S. 5049) for the relief of Frank Henley ; to the Com

mittee on Naval Affairs. 
A bill ( S. 5050) granting an increase of pension to George 

McC. Griffith ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HARRELD: 
A bill (S. 5051) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

E. Wilson (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

(By request) A bill ( S. 5052) to increase the amounts 
which may be expended for educational purposes from the 
funds of the Choctaw and Seminole Nations, Oklahoma; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 
A bill (S. 5053) granting a pension to James Shaughnessy; 

and 
A bill (S. 5054) granting a pension to John Gaughan; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
A bill ( S. 5055) to reimburse the members of Company B,. 

California Engineers, in. the aggregate amount personally ex
pended by them for United States Army equipment; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 5056) for the relief of Vinal S. Terry; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 5057) for the relief of the Los Angeles Building 
& Contracting Co. ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HALE: 
A bill ( S. 5058) to authorize Rear Admiral Albert P. Nib

lack, United States Navy, retired, to accept certain decorations 
from the Principality of Monaco and from the Kingdom of 
Denmark~ to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 
A bill ( S. 5059) for the further protection of fish in the 

Di. trict of Columbia, and for other purposes ; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr . . JONES of Washington: . _ 
A bill (S. 5060) releasing and granting to the State of Wash

ington any right, title, and interest of the United States in an 
island near the mouth of the Columbia River commonly known 
as Sand Island, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 
A bill ( S. 5061) for the relief of Mattie Halcomb; to the 

Committee on Naval Affairs. 
A bill (S. 5062) for the relief of John B. Moss; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
THE MERCHANT MARINE 

1\lr. FLETCHER. I introduce a joint re olution and ask 
to have it read, as it has to do with the Amelican merchant 
marine and relates to a matter of great importance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 
The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 140) providing that the 

United States Shipping Board and Emergency Fleet Corpora
tion shall continue indefinitely in the business of owning and 
operating merchant vessels in overseas trade, and for other 
purposes, was read the fu·st time by its title, the second time 
at length, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, as 
follows: 

[Senate Joint Resolution 140, Sixty-ninth Congress, second session] 
Joint resolution providing that the United States Shipping Board and 

Emergency Fleet CorporatiQn shall continue indefinitely in the busi· 
ness of owning and operating m~rchant vessels in overseas trade, 
and for other purposes 
WhereaS it is considered imperative an adequate American merchant 

marine be established and maintained: and 
Whereas no definite plans or program can be expected to that end 

from private enterprise ; and . 
Whereas the services now opented by the Shipping Board and 

Emergency Fleet Corporation are essential services which must be 
permanently maintained ; and . _ · 

Whereas the efficiency and permanency ()f such services will require 
the construction of new vesseLs, as may be needed : and -

Whereas the existing plan of operation, partially by the Government 
direct and partially through private operatol'B as circumstances and 
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good business judgment may justify, provided talr and reasonable 
contracts, making it to the interest of operators to save expenses and 
show results can be secured, Is satisfactory: Be it 

Resolved, etc., That the United States Shipping Board and Emer
gency Fleet Corporation shall continue indefinitely in the business of 
owning and operating merehant vessels in overseas trade to serve 
the needs of foreign commerce. That the Shipping Board shall have 
no authority to sell or dispose of any vessels owned except obsolete 
or incapacitated vessels, and then only on terms and conditions set 
forth in the merchant marine act of 1920, and that any power or 
authority heretofore given in ~spect to the sale of vessels by said 
board is hereby revoked and withdrawn, provided sales may be made of 
any vessels to American citizens Qn terms and conditiQnS which will 
advance the purpose to establish and maintain an American merchant 
marine, where such sales can be made at the cost of such vessels, 
respectively, less a reasonable allowance for depreciation. 

Resolt·ed f11,rther1 That the services now operated be regarded as 
essential services and shall be permanently maintained. 

Resoh·ea further, That a definite program of replacement and new 
construction shall be determined upon, which shall provide for the 
building of two express passenger ships of approximately 40,000 gross 
tons, to be operated with the Leviathan in transatlantic service, or 
the reconditioning of the America as one of such ships, and shall pro
vide for the annual construction of approximately 26,000 tons of mer
chant vessels. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 

Tbe following bills were se¥erally read twice by their titles 
and referred as indicated below: 

H. R. 12263. An act to create in the Bureau of Labor Statis
tics of the Department of Labor a division of safety; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

H. R. 12775. An act amending section 6 of the act of August 
30, 1890; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

H. R.13016. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
city of Chicago to construct a bridge across the Calumet River 
at or near One hundred and sixth Street, in the city of Chicago, 
county of Cook, State of Illinois; 

H. R. 13067. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Montana, or Roosevelt County, or McCone County, in 
the State of Montana, or either or several of them, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near Wolf• Point, .Mont. ; 

H. R. 13452. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railroad Co. to 
construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge across the 
Wabash River; 

H. R.13455. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Ashland Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River ; 

H. R.13456. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
Dwight P. Robinson & Co. (Inc.), its successors and assigns, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio 
River; 

H. R. 14236. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
police jury of Rapides Parish, La., to construct a bridge across 
Red River at or near Boyce, La. ; 

H. R. 14239. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
Meridian & Bigbee River Railway Co. to construct, maintain, 
and operate a railroad bridge across the Tombigbee River at or 
near Naheola, Ala.; 

H. R. 1-1246. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Maysville Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across tbe Ohio River ; and 

H. R.14688. An act granting the consent of Congress to con
struct a bridge across the Waccamaw River in South Carolina; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

H. R. 15127. An act for the relief of sufferers from floods 
in the vicinity of Fabens and El Paso, Tex., in September, 1925 ; 
to the calendar. 

PERMANE~T GOVERNMENT FOR THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 

Mr. BINGHAM submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to the bill ( S. 4550) to provide a permanent gov
ernment for the Virgin Islands of the United States, and for 
other purposes, which was referred to the Committee on Terri
tories and Insular Possessions and ordered to be printed. 

ST. LAWRENCE WATERWAY PROJECT 

Mr. SHIP STEAD submitted the following resolution ( S. R~s. 
312), which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions: 

Senate Resolution 312 
Whereas the construction of a shipway of sufficient depth to admit 

ocean shipping from the Atlantic Ocean to the Great Lakes will lessen 
the economic handicap of adverse transportation costs to a vast area in 
the interior of the continent, which area within the United States em-

braces all or large portions of the States of Ohio, Indiana, Kentucky, 
IlllDois, Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, North and South Dakota, 
Montana, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and New 
York, and also includes a large part of Canada, and within which area 
there are more than 40,000,000 inhabitants, who gain their livelihood 
from its basic industries, and which area produc~s a vast surplus both 
from agriculture and manufactures, much of which demands long 
transportation; and 

Whereas the joint board of engineers appointed by the Governments 
of the United States and Canada to investigate the improvement of the 
St. Lawrence River between Lake Ontario and Montreal and related 
questions referred to it by the two countries have filed their report 
with the United States St. Lawrence Commission to advise upon the 
development of shipway from the Great Lakes to the sea, appointed by 
the President on March 4, 1924; and 

Whereas the said United States St. Lawrence Commission have filed 
with the President their report and findings, and in which report and 
findings the said commission report their conClusions as follows: 

"First. The construction of the shipway from the Great Lakes to 
the sea is imperative both for the relief and for the future development 
of a vast area in the interior of the continent. 

"Second. The shipway should be constructed on tbe St. Lawrence 
route, provided suitable agreement can be made for its joint undertak
ing with the Dominion of Canada. 

"Third. That the development of the power resources of the St. 
Lawrence should be undertaken by appropriate agencies. 

" Fourth. That negotiations should be entered into with Canada in 
an endeavor to arrive at agreement upon all these subjects. In such 
negotiations the United States should recognize the proper relations of 
New York to the power development in the international section" : 
'l'herefore be it 

Resolved, That tbe President is requested to enter into negotiations 
with Great Britain in an endeavor to arrive at a suitable agreement to 
the joint construction by the United States and the Dominion of Can
ada of a shipway from the Great Lakes to the sea on the St. Lawrence 
route and upon all other subjects that may be related thereto, as set 
forth in the report of said commission. 

BACASA AND DIAZ 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I present an editorial from 
the New York World of even date entitled "Sacasa and Diaz," 
which I ask may be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in the REcoRD, as follows : 

[From the New York World of January 4, 1927] 

SACASA AND DIAZ 

It needs but a single reading of the two statements which came out 
of Nicaragua Sunday to be convinced that one, sent to the World by 
Dr. Juan Sacasa, revolutionist President of the Republic, is from a 
Nicaraguan patriot, and that the other, given to the Associated Press 
by Don Adolfo Diaz, the President kept in power by our marines, is 
from an American press agent. Doctor Sacasa, in his account of the 
events of the last few months, cites facts that can be verified by the 
record. Don Adolfo, in his account, cites as facts things that can be 
definitely disproven by the record, or else omits to cite things that 
would put a very di.trerent face on his story. 

For example, he says : 
"The Conservative Party of Nicaragua found the Government some 

15 years ago • • • saddled with a debt of $32,000,000. The Con
servative Party sought the aid of American finance and financial 
experts, with the result that the said debt has been reduced to 
$7,000,000, and· the national railway and bank are now the free and 
unll:Jl)rtgaged property of the Nicaraguan State." 

But he neglects to tell us : 
(a) 'rhat the "$32,000,000 debt" was in paper pesos, which were 

redeemed at 12¥-J to 1. 
(b) That the "American financial experts" charged a handsome fE>e 

for their uenevolent services. 
(c) That they demanded, before the railway and bank became the 

"free and unmortgaged property of the Nicaraguan State," a profit of 
more than $2,000,000. 

(d) That from this "free and unmortgaged property of the Nica
raguan State" they still draw $36,000 a year in graft. 

And, again, he says : 
"It would be most agreeable to my Government at once to contract 

a loan for the construction of a railway to the Atlantic coa.st and for 
other public improvements. Unfortunately, however, those New York 
bankers, so far from desiring to exploit Nicaragua, as is charged, are 
indisposed to consider any large loan to Nicaragua as long as it is not 
assured of tranquillity through protection from Mexican aggression." 

In the light of the facts to which we have called attention above, this 
is so transparent that it needs no analysis. What it means is that 
the New York bankers are unwilling to shake down Nicaragua for 
another $2,000,000 profit unless the United States shows intention of 
maintaining Don Adolfo Diaz as President of the Republic. 
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THE POLICY AS TO RESTRICTIVE IMMIGRATION 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, there are abfrnt 
one and one-half million applicants for immigration viSas to 
this country. I have no doubt that every Senator has been 
harassed with requests to ·accelerate the admission of some 
.of those people. Recently many Senators have been asked to 
endeavor to secure temporary visitors' permits for these im
pending immigrants. In order that the Senate may be fully 
apprised of the situation and may tmderstand why such appli: 
cations can not be granted I send to the desk and ask to have 
read the reply of the State Department to a request of that 
sort which I myself made. The attitude of the department in 
rejecting my request seems to me to be so reasonable and its 
reason to be so interesting that I feel that the Senate would 
be interested in hearing read the letter which was sent to me 
in tba t case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerk will 
read as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The Hon. DAVID A. REED, 
United States Senate. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Wash_ington, December 17, 192tJ. 

MY DEA.R SENATOR REED: I have your letter of December 2, 1926, 
1n which you comment on the depaJ:tment's interpretation and- admin
istration of the provision of the immigration act of 1924, which ex
cepts from the definition of immigrant " an alien visiting the United 
States temporarily as a tourist or temporarily for business or pleasure." 
It is noted that your interest in the matter has been aroused by Mr. 
A. S. Lusenberg, who wishes visas granted under section 3 (2) of the 
act of 1924 to certain Russian nationals now in Europe, for the de
parture of whom after a temporary visit he is prepared to offer the 
guaranty of the Russian Christian Society. 

As you are well aware, the act of May 19, 1921, has greatly checked 
the flood of immigration to the•united States. The year preceding its 
effective date saw 805,000 alien immigrants admitted to this country. 
The first quota . act reduced the number whlch could be admitted an
nually for permanent residence to 357,803, and the act of 1924 resulted 
in a further reduction on July 1 of that year to 164,667. These legal 

1 
enactments have apparently had no effect upon the desires of European 
aliens to come to the United States, for the compiled reports of all of 
the consular officers in Europe and the Near East show 1,449,475 
would-be applicants for immigration visas on July 1, 1926.. A signifi
cant fact is that 1,142,000 of these are in the countries of southern 
and eastern Europe and the Near East whose national quotas total 
only 20,447. With the passage of time and the pressure behind the 
bart·ier of restrictive immigration, the form that that pressure most 
often takes is an increasingly insistent demand from disappointed 
immigration-visa applicants, whose status as prospective immigrants 
is obvious from their connections in the United States and their finan
cial condition, for consideration as "aliens visiting the United States 
temporarily as tourists or temporarily for business or pleasure." 

The department bas a deep and sympathetic interest in allen wives 
and minor children who have been left abroad by husbands and parents 
and endeavors to facilitate their immigration to this country so far 
as that may be consistent with a proper enforcement of the immigra
tion laws, but the department can not adopt an administrative policy 
under the law operative solely in the interests of a restricted group 
because of the nationality, race, religion, political opinions, or refugee 
status of the members of that group. You appreciate, I am sure, that 
no facilities may be extended to Christian, czarist Russian refugees 
from the Bolshevik r~gime unless the depar.tmen t is prepared to extend 
the same facilities to Syrian and Armenian refugees from Turkish and 
Arab disturbances, to Jewish refugees from religions interference in 
Poland, Rumania, and Russia, and to French and Spanish clericals 
from Mexico. 

The department is and has been qt.ite ready to Inquire into the sur
rounding circumstances in any individual case and where 1t appears 
that the consul to whom the alien is applying is not giving the case 
proper consideration under the law and under the regulations issued 
under the law by the Secretary of State, upon the recommendation of 
the Secretary of Labor, to give him such advice and instruction as wm 
enable him, upon reconsideration, to bring his action into conformity 
therewith. 

Acting upon this principle, officers of this department have had 
several interviews with Mr. Lusenberg, to whom you refer, and other 
members of the Russian Christian Society, and have made a thorough 
personal study of the cases in which they are interested. In addi
tion, conferences have been held with the appropriate omcers of the 
Department of Labor with a view to adopting as generous a course 
as might be permitted .and consistent with the law. M'r. Lusenberg 
has presented to the department 125 cases which fall tnt~ the follow
Ing categories : 

Cases 
Children under 21 whose close relatives and principal means ~f 

support are permanently in the United States_______________ 61 
Persons over 21 whose parents are resident in this country_..;___ 6 
Wives whose husbands are resident in this country_____________ 22 
Husbands whose wives are resident in this country_____________ 4 
Mothers whose children are resident in this country_____________ 17 
Aliens with brother or sister resident in this country __________ .:__ 15 

In practically every case of those submitted the alien abroad is, 
according to his own statement or that o.f Mr. Lusenberg, intending to 
come to the United States for permanent residence. Many of them have 
not applied for visas either as immigrants or as nonimmigrant visitors, 
but have merely made inquiries of the consul as to the require:m.ents. 
It is quite evident from the report of the Rouse Immigration Committee 
hearings of May 24, 1926, a copy of which I am inclosing, that the real 
desire of Mr. Lusenburg and the Russian Christian Society is to reunite 
in the United States the members of Russian refugee families who 
have become separated by reason of the immigration, prior to the 
restrictive legislation, ot certain individual members to the United 
States. This phase of the immigration question was considered at 
length by the Immigration Committees of both the Senate and the 
House during the last session. 

After failure to obtain favorable legislation from Congress, or such 
an administration of the immigratio.n laws by this department as would 
enable the classes of persons concerned to enter the United States for 
permanent residence, Mr. Lusenberg then sought for them visas under 
section 3 (2) of the act of 1924 to enable them to make temporary 
visits to the United States and offered the guaranty of the Russian 
Christian Society that the persons would depart at the expiration of 
their visits. His request was not granted because in practically no 
case had the individual concerned actually made application for any 
kind of visa, and it is obvious that the guaranty of a private organiza
tion that the indlvidnal would leave the country could not be accepted, 
since the organization not only has no power to compel departure 
but if its guaranty should be accepted similar treatment would justly 
be claimed by many other organizations. Inasmuch as the consuls in 
Europe estimate, after a careful study of all sources of information, 
that there are 174,225 aliens in their respective districts who are 
wives, husbands, or children of alieng permanently · residing in the 
United States, of whom approximately 86,000 are of Russian birth, and 
that the Department of Labor is already greatly burdened with dt-porta
tion cases ot persons w.ho have entered as visitors, you will no doubt 
agree that a loose interpretation and lax administration of section 
3 (2) of the act of 1924 would have a nullifying effect on the policy of 
restrictive immigration which has been adopted by the Congress wlth 
what app!'!ars to be the general approv:al of the country. 

The department feels that it has lilJerally and considerately met all 
legitimate demands for nonimmigrant visas. A total of 40,458 such 
visas were issued by _consul_ar officers during the past fiscal year, 936 of 
which were issued to Russian nationals. 

I am, my dear Senator REED, 
Very sincerely yours, FRANK B. KELLOGG. 

PERSONAL EXPL.ANATION--{iOVER.NOR BRANDON, OF ALABAMA 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I regret that the Senator from 
New Jersey · [Mr. EDwARDs] saw fit yesterday to drag into his 
speech an unpleasant newspaper reference to Governor Brandon, 
of my State. The unfortunate occurrence to which he referred 
is greatly regretted by the people of Alabama as well as by the 
governor himself. 

It is my understanding that the court held that the governor 
had nothing to do with the ownership and was in no way 
responsible for the presence of the whisky found in the fishing 
camp. I wish to say in passing that the Senator from New 
Jersey was in sore need of speech material and distressingly 
hard pressed for argument when he brought this re..,.rettable 
incident to the floor of the Senate. l:> 

SEIZED GERMAN SHIPS 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a preceding day, which will be 
stated. -

The CHIEF CLERK. The resolution (S. Res. 310) by 1\fr. KING 
requesting certain information from the Secretary of the Treas· 
m·y relative to German ships seized during the war. 

Mr. CURTIS. The resolution, I understand, is to go over 
without prejudice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over with
out prejudice. 

POISONING OF INDUSTRIAL .ALCOHOL 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
another resolution coming over from the preceding day, which 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The resolution ( S. Res. 311) submitted 
yesterday by Mr. EDWARDS requesting certain information from 
the Secretary of the Treasury relative to the poisoning of 
industrial alcohol 



1038 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE JANUARY4 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask that the resolution may go over until 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. EDWARDS] is present. 

Mr. EDGE. Is there any objection to the passage of the 
resolution and securing the information desired? The resolu· 
tion proposes nothing more than many resolutions passed by 
this body have done, to wit, to secure information. It takes 
no affirmative action of any kind. It seems to me the resolu
tion should pass without any question. May I ask that the 
resolution introduced by my colleague be read? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Senate Resolution 311 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is requested to furnish 
to the Senate at the earliest practicable date all information available 
tn the Department of the Treasury, including all data and reports, 
and particularly all correspondence had by the Department of the 
Treasury with the Anti-Saloon League of America or with Wayne B. 
Wheeler, bearing upon the poisoning of industrial alcohol for the 
purpose of rendering it unfit for beverage purposes, together with copies 
of the laws and regulations under the authority of which the Depart
ment of the Treasury requires that indush:ial alcohol be poisoned for 
the purpose of rendering it tmfit for beverage purposes, and the formula 
prepared and prescribed by the Department of the Treasury for such 

The criticism has been made by some that the American 
press is too subservient to big business, to vested interests, and 
to powerful factions in political parties. It ha,s been said that 
our press ts too commercial and that some American news
papers have in view only the promotion of business and 
rna terial things. 

No people will long maintain their liberty or advance along 
the highway of intellectual and moral progress without ideals. 
Newspapers which are not governed by noble ideals are un
_worthy the support of the people. Criticisms are often unfair, 
but it is better to have unfair criticism than no criticism. 

Mr. President, with the expansion of our foreign trade and 
commerce, we are brought into closer relations with all the 
world. Mo1·e and more nations will be brought together and 
matters coming within the category of foreign relations will 
increase in importance. That is particularly true of the 
United States. Our country can not maintain a position of 
insularity; the day of provincialism for this or any country 
is past, and a more cosmopolitan spirit is taking possession 
of the minds of the people in all the world. 

The foreign relations of the United States are becoming, I 
repeat, more important ; and the welfare of the American peo
ple and their pros:perity and progress in all that these words 
imply will become more dependent upon the character of the 

purpose. relations existing between our country and other nations. 
Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, if I may say a further word in The press of the United · States, without partisanship or 

the absence of my colleague, I noticed in the press this morn· bias, and with loyalty to the truth and with fidelity to our 
in... that the gentleman referred to in the resolution states country and to the best interests of humanity, must address 
th~.t he would be delighted to have all the correspondence fur· itself to the political problems with which our Nation must 
rushed to the Senate. Beyond that the resolution asks simply deal. If the executive department or the legislative branch 
for information which the Senate should have if any legisla- 1 of the Government fail in their duty, or pursue policies harm
tion should be later suggested. I can not conceive any ovvo- ful to our country, there must be sharp criticism. It were 
sition to getting the information. better, paraphrasing somewhat the words of Jefferson, to have 

Mr. CURTIS. I have no objection to the adoption of the no government and a free and honest press than to have a 
resolution. government with no press, or a servile press. 

Mr. SHEPP .A.RD. Mr. President, before the resolution .is However, Mr. President, it is npt my purpose at this time 
agreed to I want to protest against the language stating m to enter into a discussion of the statement made by the Presi
effect that industrial alcohol is poisoned for the purpose of dent of the United States, or the foreign policy of this and the 
rendering it unfit for beverage purposes. That is not the fact. preceding administration. It would be improper to prevent the 
However, I am willing that full information should be given consideration of measures which may be considered during the 
in the matter of the denaturants, and I shall not object to morning hour. I rose principally for the purpose of asking 
the resolution. I want it understood that I do not agree to permission to insert in the RECORD an editorial appearing in 
the language used. Industrial alcohol is denatured with a yesterday's New York World, entitled "A Free Press." It con
small amount of wood alcohol so as to make it as nauseous tains an admirable discussion of the question to which I have 
and unpalatable as possible and as difficult, therefore, as pos- referred. I ask that it may be inserted without reading in the 
sible, to divert into bootleg channels. It is absurd in this RECORD. 
instance to speak of poisoning poison. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution I ordered. 
is agreed to. The editorial follows : 

FOREIGN POLICY OF THE ADMINISTR.ATION 

l\1r. KING. 1\Ir. President, a few days ago the President of 
the United States, through his official spokesman, saw fit to 
read a lecture to the public press of the United States, based 
upon some alleged criticisms of the foreign policy of the ad
ministration. I might say in passing that it will be very 
difficult to determine just what the foreign policy of the 
Republican administration is. 

Every policy of the administration that is wise and proper 
should be supported by the American people and by the press 
of the country, but any policy of this or any other administra
tion which is unwise and which does not conduce to the public 
welfare and to the honor of our country should be opposed. 

No policy or program of any administration is sacrosanct. 
Men are finite, whether they are Presidents or Secretaries of 
State, or a.re occupying other positions of responsibility. 
"Many policies, both foreign and domestic, announced by ad
ministrations have been partisan in character; and experience 
has demonstrated that in this country, as well as in other 
countries, foreign policies have often been most unwise and 
have brought injury to the countries advocating them. 

Where there is a large grant of power there is ~n increased 
obligation resting upon the person or persons to whom the 
power is granted, to not transgress but to walk in sound and 
safe paths and to have only the public welfare in view. 

The Constitution of the United States confers large powers 
upon the Executive in dealing with foreign affairs. The grant 
of this power does not postulate that the power will always 
be wisely used, nor does it assume that the person or persons 
exercising the same shall be exempt from legitimate and proper 
criticism. 

Great dangers lurk in a subservient and sycophantic press. 
The cause of liberty is promoted when there is an active and 
vigilant press, an uncorrupted and inco~uptible press ; a ser
vile press is a menace greater than war to a free people. A 
free press is one of the safeguards of liberty. 

[From the New York World, January 3, 1927] 

A FREE PRESS 

Speaking indirectly through his official spokesman, Mr. Coolidge on 
Friday delivered a lecture to the American press. It is not easy to tell 
from his unquotable remarks exactly what he objected to in the conduct 
of American newspapers or exactly what he would like them to do that 
they are not doing. Most of the correspondents seem to have had the 
impression, however, that he resented the criticisms of the conduct of 
foreign policy in Mexico, in Nicaragua, and elsewQ.~>re, and many of 
them go so far as to suggest that Mr. Coolidge thinks it is the duty of 
the press to applaud dumbly any course of action which the State 
Department sees fit to take. 

There are ample precedents to justify a self-respecting newspaper 
for refusing to let Mr. Coolidge tell it what it ought to think and 
what it ought to say. Not during the period of American neutrality, 
nor during the actual military operations. nor at the peace conference 
did the American press give to Woodrow Wllson tbat unquestioning 
and undivided support which Mr. Coolidge now demands for his dealings 
with Mexico and Nicaragua. It has not been the custom in America 
to let Government officials edit newspapers. It is not going to become 
the custom. 

There is a name for the kind of press Mr. Coolidge seems to desire. 
It is called a reptile press. This is a press which takes its inspiration 
from Government officials and from great business interests. It prints 
what those in power wish to have printed. It suppresses what they 
wish to have suppressed. It puts out as news those facts which help 
its masters to accomplish what they are after. Its comment on atfairs 
consists in putting a good face on whatever the interests wbich control 
it are doing. It bas no conscience of its own. It has no opinions of 
its own. It makes no independent investigation of the facts. It takes 
what is handed to it, and it does what it is told to do. 

The World has never been that kind of newspaper, and it does not 
propose to begin to be that kind of newspaper. Nor, if we know our 
contemporaries, do they intend to abdicate their r6le as the free re
porters and the free critics of events. There are sinister developments 
in American journalism which must disquiet any man of taste a.nd con-



1927 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 1039. 
science and public spirit. But the great newspapers still have the 
confidence of the thinking people of this country, and, 1n our judgment, 
they will not now forfeit that confidence by allowing the White House 
or any other interest to dictate what their policy shall be. 

The conduct of a newspaper in a .free country is a task that no man 
can take lightly. There can be no responsible Government unless 
there is a press which is fundamentally disinterested in its motives, 
tireless in its search for truth, vigilant of abuses, tolerant and more 
than tolerant, hospitable to those who disagree, yet fearless 1n the 
expression of what it believes. A newspaper may be wrong. The truth 
is often bard to get. Judgments are often difficult to make. No one 
newspaper can pretend to know it all or to be right always. But 
any newspaper can, 1f 1t wishes, be honest with itself and therefore 
honest with its public. And ln that kind of honesty it can have opin
ions without pride of opinion, it can fight without fanaticism for its 
convictions, and when it is wrong it can say so. As long as there 
are newspapers which are afraid neither of dictation from the outside 
nor of corruption from within a healthy public opinion is possible, 
for then all shades of opinion will be expressed, and in the test of open 
debate the right may ultimately prevail. 

.AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT .APPROPRIATIONS 

The VICE PRESIDE:t\TT. Morning business is closed. 
1\lr. McNARY. I move that the Senate proceed to the con

sideration of House bill 15008, making appropriations for the 
'Department of Agriculture. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I hope that that motion will 
not prevail. I inquire if it is debatable? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is not debatable. 
Mr BRUCE. I trust the motion will not prevail. Many of 

us ·h~ve been waiting long to secure consideration of bills in 
which we are interested, and it does seem to me that we ought 
to take up the calendar and go along with it in some sort of 
regular fashion, so that we may all have a chance to promote 
the passage of bills in which we are interested. 

1\Ir. WARREN. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatabl~ The 

question is on the motion of the Senator from Oregon. 
The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, as in Committee 

of the Whole, proceeded to the consideratio:r;t of the bill (H. R. 
15008) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul
tm·e for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for other 
purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. McNARY. I ask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with and that the bill be read 
for amendment, the amendments of the committee to be first 
considered. 

·The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, that means, of course, that the 
bill at some stage of the proceedings will be read textually. 

Mr. McNARY. Under the unanimous-consent agreement just 
made the formal reading of the bill has been dispensed with, 
and the Senate will first take up for consideration the commit
tee amendments. 

Mr. KING. Do I understand, then, that the bill will not 
be read? 

Mr. McNARY. I will say to the Senator the bill will be 
read, but technically during the process of reading the first 
questions to be considered will be the committee amendments. 
The bill, however, will be read. 

l\Ir. KING. Textually? 
Mr. McNARY. Yes. 
Mr. KING. Very well. 

SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the swearing in or seating 
of a Senator is a matter of the highest privilege; and when 
he presents his credentials--

1\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, a parliamentary in
quiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. What is the subject matter before the 

Senate? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The agricultural appropriation 

bill. The Senator from Tennessee is recognized. 
Mr. McKELLAR. l\Ir. President, now that the Senator from 

California has been enlightened I will proceed. 
Mr. President, the swearing in or seating of a Senator is 

a matter of the highest privilege; and when he presents his 
credentials, regular on their face, the Senate should exercise 
the greatest care in proceeding to deal with the case in any 
other but the regular way. 

. · ... "' J. ·-· - •l 

On the other hand, when a Senator elect or designate offers 
his credentials, and the Senate has knowledge of facts that 
would disqualify such Senator, it is the duty of _the Senate 
to act fearlessly and with an eye sirigle to the rights of the 
Republic and the rights of the applicant. The Smith case is 
without a parallel in this country. It is the only case that 
has ever come to the Senate where an examination by a com
mittee of the Senate has been made before the applicant 
appeared to be sworn in. It just happens that such were the 
charges of fraud in this election last spring that the Senate, 
which was then in session, .appointed a special committee to 
examine into and report upon the facts; hearings were held, 
the report has been made, and the Senate has all of the salient 
facts before it. 

During the holiday recess I have spent considerable time in 
examining the evidence and looking into the law in this re
markable case. 

Mr. President, it is absolutely certain that every legislative 
body, except in so far as restricted by wl'itten constitution, 
has the right to pass upon the qualifications of its own mem
bers. This has been held in both England and America for 
150 years. There is no doubt whatsoever, under our Consti
tution and under our precedents, that the Senate has the right 
and power to exclude Mr. Smith. Its duty under the facts in 
this case is plain. If the Senate should seat :Mr. SMITH, even 
for a time, in my judgment it will be notice to the people of 
the United States that a man who has sufficient money can 
buy a seat in this body. If he is excluded at the threshold it 
will be notice to everyone in this country that they can not 
buy a seat in this body. 

To my mind, this is one of the most momentous questions 
that ever presented itself to this body, and one of the most 
important ever presented to the American people. For years 
it had been charged that only the rich could come to the Senate 
of the United States. It has been charged that money· was 
all powerful in such elections. It got so bad, under the old 
system of electing Senators by the legislatures, that the 
people demanded and the Congress and the States approved an 
amendment providing for the election of Senators by the 
people. It was believed that under the new plan of electing 
Senators money would not have the all-powerful influence that 
it seemed to have with the State legislatures. I do not believe 
it does have the same influence. I think it was a tremendous 
step when we made this constitutional provision. But cor
ruption has broken out both in the primary and in general 
elections; and if we dillydally, if we weaken, we will estab
lish the precedent that men may sit in this body in bought · 
seats. Probably there never was presented to this body a case 
like the Smith case. We should not delay, we should not shilly
shally, but we should do our duty as we see it, and that duty 
is to exclude Smith whenever he presents his credentials. 

FRANK L. SMITH is a citizen of Illinois and has been for 
nine years, is more than 30 years of age, was a citizen at the 
time of his alleged election. and we will take . it for granted 
that he has resigned his office of commerce commissioner in 
illinois. 

The illinois statute on page 2677 provides-and it will be 
remembered that Mr. SMITH was at this time a member of 
the Commerce Commission of Illinois : 

No commissioner, assistant commissioner, secretary, or person ap
pointed or employed by the commission shall solicit or accept any gift, 
gratuity, emolument, or employment !rom any person or corporation 
subject to the supervision of the commission. 

The penalty imposed is removal from office, and the offender 
is otherwise punished for a misdemeanor in office. 

Last summer, before the adjournment of Congress, a select 
committee was appointed by the Senate to examine into this 
Illinois primary election. It has reported that Samuel Insull,• 
who is the largest public-utility owner in lllinois and whose 
public-utility corporations it was the duty of said Fn .. •-\NK L. 
SMITH to regulate, contributed $125,000 to the Smith primary 
campaign fund and that other public utilities in Illinois in
creased this sum until it reached $206,000. These facts go 
both to the question of disqualification and to the question of 
election. They bring the question directly within the decision 
in the Roberts case as it is undenied that SMITH violated the 
law of · illinois. fu the next place, he violated the decision 
of the Senate in the Newberry case. 

I want to call the attention especially of those who voted 
to continue Mr. Newberry in his seat to the resolution that 
they voted for in voting to have him retain his seat. A part of 
that resolution reads as follows : 

That whether the amount expended in this primary was $195,000, 
as was iuny reported or openly acknowledged, or whether then~ were 
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some few thousand dollars In excess, the amount expended was in 
either case too large, much larger than ought to have been expended. 

The expenditure or. such excessive sums in behalf of a candidate, 
e.Hher with or without his knowledge and consent, being contrary to 
sound public policy, harmful to the honor and dignity of Senate, and 
dangerous to the perpetuity of a free government, such excessive 
expenditures are hereby severely condemned and disapproved. 

Mr. President, there are, or will be after March 4, in this 
body only 14 Senators out of the 46 who voted for that resolu
tion. I am going to watch carefully to see how many of the 
Newberry Senators who are left are going to vote against 
that resolution in the present case. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 1\lr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I was not a Member of the Senate at 

that time, as the Senator knows; but I should like to inquire 
whether he thinks that that resolution has the force of law? 

l\Ir. McKELLAR. Oh, no; it has not the force of law, but 
it has the force of a guide established by the then Republican 
majority in this body. The Senator from Connecticut was 
not here at the time, and I will stop here long enough to tell 
him what happened about that resolution. 

It is fair to say, however, that the court was so divided in 
this decision that it was difficult for anyone to tell what its 
real opinion was about the matter. It is true that a majority 
of one was in favor of reversing the case; but four judges dis
sented-namely, White, the Chief Justice, and Justices Pitney, 
Brandeis, and Clark~and Justice McKenna was in doubt, as 
shown by the following statement on page 258 of Two hundred 
and fifty-sixth United States: 

1\{r. Justice l\IcKenna concurs in this opinion as applied to the statute 
under consideration, which was enacted prio1· to the seventeenth amend
ment; but he reserves the question of the power of Congress under 
that amendment. 

Chief Justice White, in an elaborate opinion, among other 
things said : 

In view, then, of the plain text of the Constitution, of the power 
exerted under it from the beginning, of the action of Congress in its 
legislation, and of the amendment to the Constitution, as well as of the 
legislative action of substantially the larger portion of the States, I can 
see no reason for now denying the power of Congress to regulate a 
subject whjch from its very nature inheres in and is concerned with the 
election of Senators of the United States, as provided by the Constitu
tion. 

Mr. Justice Pitney, speaking for himself and Justices Brandeis 
and Clarke, said: 

Forty-six Senators 'foted for it. Forty-one voted against 
it. Of the 46 Senators who voted for it, 14 will be here after 
March 4. Of the 41 Senators who voted against it, 29 are still in this body. I conclude that it is free from doubt that the Congress has power 

Mr. BINGHAM. 1\Ir. President, that has nothing to do under the Constitution to regulate the conduct of primary elections. 
with the question which I desired to ask the Senator. My Thus, out of the nine justices we have four who believe that 
question is whether he felt that that resolution was a direc- the act was constitutional, and the statement of Mr. Justice 
tion to the States that they must do so and so, or whether it .McKenna that he voted with the majority only becau. e the 
was merely advice to the sovereign States as to how the Senate statute under consideration was enacted prior to the s-eventeenth 
thought they ought to carry out their power of sending Sena- amendment Newberry v. United States (256 U. S. 332). 
tors to this body? This corrupt practices act was passed in 1911, and provided 

Mr.· McKELLAR. The Senator may call it advice, or he substantially that no candidate for Senator in any primary or 
may call it diJ:ection, or he may call it whatever he pleas_es ; convention could expend more than the amount limited by 
but, in my judgment, it meant a rule of conduct for this State laws, or, if there were no State laws, no candidate could 
body, and a rule of conduct that I belieYe is going to be expend over $10,000. . 
carried out faithfully in every case that comes before it; and There were Michigan laws limiting the amount, and the 
I want to say that I think it is going to be carried out in the Michigan lim~tation was $1,875. At that time the State legis
Smith case. lature elected Senators, and there was some reason for the 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the Senator mean to imply that it opinion that a primary election to name a candidate who would 
is now a rule of the Senate? run before the legislature was not in itself, or of itself, a part 

1\fr. McKELLAR. I think it will be--<>r at least it will be of the same election. In other words, if the legislature had 
considered a strong precedent-after we vote on the Smith case. been honestly and honorably elected, the election of a Senator 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, after all is not the question would not be tainted because fraud or corruption had been 
whether there is a rule of the Senate or a declaration of policy practiced in the same primary, so by a majority of 1 the 
by it relating to this discussion a matter of secondary ·signifi- Supreme Sourt held that the statute having been passed before 
cance when we bear in mind the fact that this man is said the seventeenth amendment, the primary was not an essential 
to have violated a criminal statute of the State of Illinois? part of the election, and declared the statute void as to 

Mr. McKELLAR. Absolutely; one that disqualifies him from primaries. 
holding the office of commerce commissioner in the State of Even in this I think the court was wrong. It will be recalled 
Illinois and yet it makes him eligible to sit in the United States that there was a tremendous outcry against tllis majority 
Senate! I do not believe that any such proposal will ever be opinion of our Suprem·e Court It was claimed that by it a 
established by this body. multimillionaire, who had been a commander in the Navy 

The resolution also declared that Newberry was entitled to during the war and who had been a Cabinet officer and who had 
continue in his seat, and this entire resolution passed the Senate been sitting as a Senator for two years or more, was thus 
on January 12, 1922, by a 'f"Ote of 46 to 41. It will be remem- excused from serving a three years' sentence in the penitentiary, 
bered that it was claimed for Newberry that he was in the which the jury had given him. That case was most severely 
Navy and stationed in New York, and that he did not know criticized throughout the country, and when the fall elections 
about these vast expenditures. Incidentally, as I have said came on so many Newberry Senators were defeated and so 
before, that of the 46 Senators who voted to retain Newberry, many anti-Newberry Senators were elected that it was perfectly 
only 14 still remain in the Senate. Thirty-two have passed out, evident that Newberry would be unseated at the incoming 
or will on .March 4. On the other hand, of the 41 who voted session of the Senate, and to avoid that he resigned, in the 
against the resolution, 29 are still in the Senate. Only 5 judgment of many thereby confessing his guilt. 
were defeated for reelection, the others having died or volun- I believe lt would be well if our courts would be more careful 
tartly retired. in declaring acts of Congress void on technicalities. It brings 

1\fr. President, no contention is made that Mr. SMITH was about trouble every time, and unfortunate decisions in cases like 
not right on the ground and ~id not know about the vast ex- the Newberry case and in the Fall and Doheny cases give good 
penditures of money in his behalf. The record shows that he cause for the oft-reiterated statement made by so many that 
spent more than $206,000; but that sum came from the public you can not convict a man worth a million dollars in this 
utilities companies that it was his duty to regulate, and which country. 
it haS been ShOwn that he did not regulate. He received NEWBERRY CASE ON DISQUALIFICATIONS 

$458,582 from all sources. The Senate having laid down the The position is taken that the only disqualifications of a 
rule that the expenditure of $195,000, with or without the Senator are those set out in sections 2 and 3 of Article I, but 
knowledge of the candidate, was illegal and ruinous to the the majority opinion in the Newberry case, on page 258, holds 
Government, it will be obliged to stand by its own rule made directly to the contrary. Mr. Justice McReynolds in that case 
in that case. It will be remembered that previous to 'this- said : 
namely, on May 2, 1921-the Supreme Court had given its . . . 
opinion on the criminal aspect of the Newberry case. By a A~ each ~ouse shall be the Judge of the elections, returns, and quali· 
divided court it held that the corrupt practices act ·passed in fications of 1ts own Members, and as Congress may by law regulate the 
1911, before the passage of the seventeenth amendment, pro- times,. places, and manner of holding .elections,. the National Govern
viding for election of Senators by the people, which corrupt l ment 1s not without power to protect 1tself agamst cot·ruption, fraud, 
practices act attempted to limit the amount of money a candi- or other malign lntluences. 
date for the Senate might· expend, was unconstitutional in the So that it i8 seen the Newberry case decision was based on a 
case Qf primary elections. statute th~t was passed before the election of Senators by the 



1927 CONGRESSION Afi REC.ORD-~ SENATE 1041 
people. It was by a divided court, but announced that the 
Senate eould expel or refuse admittance because of disqualifica
tions. 

THE PRIMARY AND ELECTION INSEPAR.A.BL:U: 

Since the adoption of the seventeenth amendment, by which 
Senators are elected by the people, a senatorial primary is such 
an integral part of the election itself that I have no doubt that 
our courts would under appropriate legislation hold that fraud 
in the primary permeated through and corrupted the whole 
election. Mr. Justice :McReynolds intimates as much. Mr. 
Justice McKenna did likewise. Their two votes, or either one 
of them, brought about the result in the Newberry case. In 
many States the primary is equivalent to an election. In 
Illinois the primary is virtually equivalent to an election. If 
f1·aud permeates the primary, naturally it permeates the elec
tion. So, without regard to the question of disqualifications, 
SMITH should be excluded because of fraud in the primary. 
This question could arise in three ways : 

First. A resolution such as that offered by Senator AsHURST 
to exclude SMITH from taking the oath until the matter can be 
examined into by the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
and the Senate act upon it. 

Second. A simple resolution declaring that SMITH was not 
entitled to a seat. 

Third. By a resolution of expulsion. 
The first two resolutions take only a majority vote. The 

third resolution takes a two-thirds vote. 
SMITH CASE DIFFERENT FROM MANY OTHERS 

The Smith case is different from many others because fraud 
and corruption. were alleged to have taken place in his primary 
last spring. A select committee of the Senate was appointed to 
examine into the facts, and that committee has reported the 
facts. The facts are undisputed, and there is nothing to be 
done but for the Senate to act on the report of its committee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 
_ Mr. McKELLAR. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the Senator think, from his study of 
the debates in the Constitutional Convention in Philadelphia 
in 1787, that when the Senate was given the right to expel a 
MeJllber for cause. the provision referred to something preceding 
his having anything to do with a primary election or an election 
or his record as a Senator? 

Mr. McKELLAR. The power to expel a Senator by a two
thirds vote under the Constitution is apparently without any 
limitation whatsoever, except the good sense of the Senate of 
the United States. There is no limit to it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That was not quite my question. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I did not understand the Senator, then. 
Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator will remember that in the 

debates on the Constitution the question of expulsion followed 
the discussion of the question of the Member's behavior in 
the Senate, and so forth. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 
Mr. BINGHAM. It had seemed to me that the question of 

expulsion should be limited to something which occurred while 
the man was a Senator, or in the course of the primary or 
election proceedings. 

1\.lr. McKELLAR. The Senator may have that view; I dif
fer with him. I think unquestionably, inasmuch as the Con
stitution requires a two-thirds vote, it was thought best and 
wisest and safest that the Senate should at all times have 
the power to expel a Member by a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But the Senator will remember that in the 
Humphrey Marshall case the Senate itself, and not a com
mittee, as stated by Senator Sumner, quoted by the distinguished 
Senator from Montana [Mr. W .A.LBH] some days ago, by a vote 
of 17 to 7, in 1796, within less than 10 years after the Con
stitution had been adopted, put in an amendment to a com
mittee report which stated that the Constitution did not give 
jurisdiction to the Senate over something which happened prior 
to the man's becoming a Senator. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will permit me, that repre
sented what was believed to be the good sense of the Senate in 
that case, but I do not think it is at all binding, and I do not 
think the facts in that case were at all similar to the facts in 
this case. I do not think that holding of the Senate is binding 
on the present Senate-in the present case. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That particular clause-if the Senator will 
bear with me a moment-did not refer to the case itself, but was 
put in on the :floor of the Senate, where a majority of those 
who voted for it were Federalists, believing strongly in the 
power of the Senate and of the Federal Government to do what 
was necessary, states that inasmuch as the Constitution did 
not give the Senate jurisdiction, therefore the Senate could p.ot 
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accede to Mr. Marshall's "l'equest that be be investigated. That 
was done by the contemporaries of the framers of the Constitu
tion. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think the Senator will find, from other 
cases that will be presented by me in just a few moments, that 
that was an isolated holding of the Senate, in reference to that 
particular case. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 1\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRAZIER in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Tennessee yield to the Senator from 
Montana? . 

Mr. 1\lcKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of l\Iontana. I would like to address an in

quiry to the Senator from Connecticut. Does the Senator from 
Connecticut take the view that the Senate has no power to 
expel a Senator for any offense committed prior to his election? 

Mr. BINGHAM. My present view is that the Senate may 
have power to expel for something which occmTed prior to the 
election, although I should not care to express a firm opinion 
until I had heard all the arguments. I am inclined to the be
lief that the primary is part of the election. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am not speaking about the pri
mary at all. My question is, Does the Senator take the position 
that the Senate is without power to expel a Senator for a crime 
committed prior to his election? 

l\!r. BINGHAM. My studies have led me to believe that it 
was not the intention of the framers of the Constitution, nor of 
their contemporaries, to confer that power, as shown in the vote 
on the floor of the Senate in the Humphrey Marshall case, 
where 11 States voted that the Constitution did not give that 
jurisdiction to the Senate and only 4 States voted that it did 
give it. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Then if one has actually been 
charged with committing the crime of treason, and has actu
ally been tried and convicted of treason, and is then elected 
a Senator, this body is powerless to keep him out? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, Mr. President; the Senator will realize 
that that raises an entirely different question--

Mr. WALSH of Montana. How does it raise a different 
question? _ 

Mr. BINGHAM. If he were a traitor, it would come up in 
connection with the oath which he must take. Furthermore, 
of course that question was settled by the adoption of the 
fourteenth amendment, when treason was specifically put in as 
one of the bars to holding offices under the United States. 

Mr. WALSH of :Montana. No; the Senator is altogether 
wrong about that. The fourteenth amendment applies only to 
the case of _one who, having taken an oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States as an officer of a State or of 
the United States, then engages in rebellion against the Gov
ernment. I put to the Senator the case of one who has not 
taken such an oath, but has actually been guilty of treason and 
has been convicted of treason. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In that extreme case, in connection with 
the necessity for his taking the oath in order to be a Senator, 
it would seem to me that the Senate would have jurisdiction. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Very well. Let us suppose the 
case of one who commits an atrocious murder and is convicted 
of the mm·der. 

l\lr. McKELLAR. Would the Senator vote to seat him, or 
would he think the Senate was without power? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator would have to cross that 
bridge when he came to it. But the Senator is still of the 
belief--

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will permit me, I am quite 
sure that when the Senator comes to examine the cases he 
will come to the conclusion, as I have, that the power to expel 
by a two-thirds vote is unlimited, and each Senator must deal 
with it as the case comes up. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I suggest to the Sena
tor from Tennessee, also to the Senator from Connecticut and 
the Senator from Montana, that under other provisions of the 
Co:p.stitution which disqualify a man from holding any public 
office a conviction of treason would make him ineligible? 

l\lr. WALSH of Montana. No, MI·. President ; the provision 
to which the Senator refers has no application whatever to 
Members of Congress. It provides that such a person shall 
hold no office of trust or profit under the United States, and 
that is, by lll;liform construction, held to ~xclude Senators and 
Representatives. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Absolutely. _ 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. The fourteenth amendment, to 

wh:lch the . Senator has referred, bears no other construction, 
because it expressly . provides that one who falls under the 
cOndemnation of that instrument shall not be qualified to 
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serve as a Member of Congress, or to hold any office under 
the United States, and it was ruled in the Burton case that 
the prohibition which follows from a conviction of a felony to 
hold any office under the United States does not prevent a 
man from holding the office of Senator. He is still liable to 
expulsion, however. 

Mr. DINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator tell us why 
he thinks it was necessary to adopt that third section of the 
fourteenth amendment if the Senate had the power before
hand? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I would like to tell the Senator. 
Mr. McKELLAR. It was done because of political prej

udices, whicli were very strong at the_ time, and in the excite
ment of the public mind at the time growing out of the Civil 
War. I have no doubt that was why it was put in. Many 
laws that haye since been repealed, the Senator will recall, 
were passed at that time; laws like the "test act," and various 
other laws. By the way, I was very much interested in an 
opinion of the Chief Justice of the United States, who held 
just a short time ago that President Johnson was right in all 
of his contentions with the Congress in that period of heat 
and very great political acrimony. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me to reply to a question that was asked a moment ago in 
regard to a man having committed an atrocious crime; such 
a conviction would deprive a man of his civil rights as a. citi
zen, would it not, and therefore the case could not come up 
until those rights had been restored? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Suppose it had been embezzlement? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Suppose he had been pardoned? 
Mr. McKELLAR. He would be restored. 
Mr. BINGHAM. If his civil rights had been restored, then 

there must have been mitigating circumstances. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course, we have to assume he 

has been nine years a citizen of the United States. 
Mr. BINGHAM. If the crime had occurred so long before, 

that his rights had been restored nine years previously, it 
seems to me there might be mitigating circumstances. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Suppose the governor of the 
State had pardoned him and restored his rights. But let me 
say-and this is a perfectly plain answer to the question as to 
why that provision was put in the fourteenth amendment
that prior to the time that amendment was ratified it was 
within the discretion of the Senate to admit or not admit, 
as they saw fit, a man who had taken an oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States and had engaged in rebellion 
against the United States. But the people said, "You can not 
permit that man to come in." It was a prohibition in addi
tion to the three. Now, we violate our oaths if we admit a 
man to the Senate who has not been for nine years a citizen of 
the United States, who is not 30 years of age, and who is not 
a resident of the State for which he shall be ehosen. To 
admit him would be inconsistent with the Constitution. So 

•far as the other things are concerned, we are at liberty to 
exercise our discretion. So it was with reference to men who 
had engaged in rebellion. Prior to that time the Congress 
sometimes admitted and sometimes excluded them. There are 
precedents both ways. The people of the country said, " We 
will not tolerate this thin~ any longer." 

:Mr. BINGHAM. But they gave the Congress the right to 
admit them by vote. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly. 
Mr. BINGHAM. But the Senator said we have not that 

right. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. But they saic:L "You shall not 

'admit them unless both Houses of Congress and the President 
of the United States by law permit them to come in," which, 
of course, meant that after the lapse of time and these 
passions had subsided, and that kind of thing, it might be 
desirable to allow those men to come in as they did come in. 
It simply deprived the Senate of any discretion in the matter 
which it had theretofore enjoyed. . 

Mr . .McKELLAR. Mr. President, I now come to a discussion 
of a part of the facts disclosed as a result of the investigation 
of the case. I digress here long enough to say that the Senate 
committee which was· appointed last summer to investigate 
these cases, in my judgment, has done a wonderfully patriotic 
work. From what I have read of the report and of the evi
dence, I think the committee has acted with the greatest fair
ness and ability and that pi·actically all the facts have been 
adduced. So far as I am able, as a Member of this body I 
want to commend the splendid work that was performed by the 
committee. Senator REED is a marvelous examiner of wit
nesses. 

EVIDE~CE' IY THE CASE 

Mr. President, taking the e-vidence of Colonel SMITH alone, 
there can be no question that on his own evidence Colonel SMITH 
should be excluded. Bear in mind the resolution of the Senate 
in the Newberry case and bear in mind the Illinois statute 
which SMITH violated. I want to quote from the Smith testi
mony: 

The CHAmMAN. Did you ever have any talk with nny person or per-
sons with reference to campaign contributions? 

Mr. SMITH. No, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Nobody at all? 
Mr. SMITH. No, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Not even with Mr. Moore? 
'Mr. S:mTH. Oh, yes; with Mr. Moore. 

Then again: 
Tlie CHAIRllAN. What did you conclude at this first conference would 

be the probable cost of the campaign? 
Mr. SllfiTH. $150,000. 
The CHAlllMAN. You say you indicated how much you would be able

to give. What was that amount? 
Mr. SMITH. $5,000 (p. 1534). 

It will be here noted that 1\Ir. SMITH was not frank with the 
committee, but he first tried to make it appear that he had not 
talked with anybody in reference to campaign contributions. 

He started· out with the proposition when he became a can
didate that it would take $150,000 to run his campaign ; and 
yet he says he contributed only $5,000- of it Where wa the 
other $145,000 to come from? Let us see what the testimony 
discloses : • 

The CHAIRMA~. Did you not discuss with Mr. Moore where money 
probably could be obtained? 

Mr. SMITH. I did not. 
The CHAIRMAN. Did he not say anything to you about that? 
Mr. SMI'.rH. No. 
The CHAllmAN. Did Mr. Moore agree to contribute any part of it 

himself? 
Mr. SMITH. In an indefinite way he did. 
The CHAm MAN. What was the " indefinite way "1 
Mr. SlliTH. That he would put in a reasonable amount himself. 
The CHAIRMAN. What did he designate as a reasonable amount? 
Mr. SMITH. He did not indicate. 
The CHAIR M.A..~. Wbat did you understand him to mean? 
Mr. SMITH. Well, I had no definite understanding, Senator, as to 

just how far he intended to obligate himself. 
The CHAIRMAN. Where did he get the money? 
Mr. SMITH. Mr. Moore will have to answer that; I do not know. 
The CHAm:atA.N. Do you know any of the sources from which he 

got the money? 
Mr. SMITH. I · only know In a general way. 
The CHAIRMAN. What is a general way? 
Mr. SllnTH. I think that is a question that Mr. Moore should 

answer himself. He collected the money. I had nothing to do with 
the collection of the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is a question. however, which we ought to ask 
and do ask. I want to get your information. 

Mr. SMITH. Mine is only vague information, not based upon any 
real facts. 

The CHAIRMAN. You got it !rom Mr. Moore, did you not? 
Mr. SMITH. I got some. 
The CHA.IBMAN. Well, now, tell us what you got !rom Mr. Moore. 
Mr. SMITH. I think Mr. Insull contributed some money. 
The CHAIRMAN. How much? 
Mr. SMITH. I do not know the exaet amount. 
The CHAIRMAN. Tell us what you do know. If you do not know 

the exact amount, what is your information? 
Mr. SMITH. My best information is that it was around $100,000, 

but I am not-- (pp. 1535 and 1536). 

He knew, Senators, that it would take about $150,000, 
according to his own testimony. He knew how much he 
contributed. He knew tbe other $145,000 was to come from 
somewhere-, according to his own testimony, and I digress 
here long enough to say that that was an ideal piece of ex
amination upon the part of the distinguished Senator from 
Missouri [1\Ir. REED]. He finally wormed out of Mr. SMITH, 
after he denied it and denied any knowledge of it, the fact 
that within his knowledge Mr. Insull had contribu,ted $100,000, 
though, as a matter of fact, be had contributed $125,000. 

The CltA:mMAN. How much did you give? 
Mr. S&nTH. $5,000. 
The CHAlRMAN. Was that given by check 1 
Mr. SMITH. No. 
The CHA.IRMAN. How was It given? 
Mr. SMITH. In currency (p. 1534). ·. 
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And again: 
The CHAIRMAN. What informntion did you receive regarding 

expenses of the campaign? 
I 

Mr. Pr'esident, the foregoing is exceedingly peculiar testi
t tal mony. Think of a man who has been in Congress, who has 0 

served in the National House of Representatives, who has been 

Mr. SWTH. I received that just lately. 
The CHAIRMA~. Very well. What was it? 
?llr. SMITH. Around $250,000 (p. 1537). 

And again: 
The CHAIRMAN. He told you where he hoped to get money, did he 

not? 
Mr. SMITH. He may have indicated to me that be could get money 

from this or that place. I have no recollection of that ~nd. 
The CHAinMA.....,. In any event, be was your trusted agent, and what

ever be did in getting money he did for you? 
Mr. SMITH. Whatever he did in getting money he did as campaign 

mauager of Frank L. Smith for United States Senator-as chairm11n 

collector of internal revenue, chairman of the Republican State 
Committee of Illinois three times, and for six years a member 
of the Illinois Commerce Commission, asking questions like 
these. Here was a law that disqualified him for holding office 
in the event he received any gift from anyone connected with 
public utilities, which it was his duty to regulate. He knew 
of this law, of course, and he knew, according to his own evi
dence, that Samuel Insull had contributed $100,000 to his eam
paign ; and yet, in a mock heroic wa,y, he wants to know who 
is bringing such charges against him. Is it possible that Mr. 
SMITH can not understand the meaning of his own acts? His 
testimony is not frank. It is not open. The truth is there is 
an evident desire to conceal the truth. I do not see how any 
Senator can read his testimony and feel thS;t a man that has of the committee. 

The CHAIBMAN. You are not in any way 
Mr. SMITH. No (pp. 1539 and 1540). 

repudiating his acts now? his idea about truth and corruption can vote to seat him. 
Later on Mr. SMITH was further examined, and he put in the 

record his connection with the public utility companies : 
Again Mr. SMITH testified: 
I have no knowledge of any other campaign contribution of any 

i)roportions excepting :Mr. Insull's (p. 1544). 

Again: 
The CHAIRMAN. How long have you known Samuel Insull? 
Mr. SMITH. About 12 years. 
The CHAIRMAN. Have you ever had any political connection with 

him before this occurrence that we are speaking of? 
:Mr. SMITH. Oh, yes; not any political connection, but I have known 

him and have probably talked politics with him during the course of 
that 12 years {p. 1545). 

Again, he testified that he had been chairman of the Illinois 
Commerce Commission for six years. 

Again, the record discloses :. 
The CHAIRMAN. What was the particular reason for Mr. Insull giTing 

this large sum of money in this instance? 
Mr. SmTH. He will have to answer that. 
The CHAmMAN. Were you in any way surprised when you learned 

that he was going to make this large contribution, or had made it? 
Mr. SMITH. Frankly, I was; yes (p. 1546). 
Mr. SMITH undertook to read some sort of a paper, and in this 

paper he asked questions as follows: 
If there is anyone who accuses me of wrongdoing, who is he, and 

where is he? What is his charge? 

This man announced in the beginning that he thought it 
would take $150,000 to run the campaign. He was going to 
contribute $5,000 of it and turned over to 1\Ir. Moore the job of 
raising the rest. He knew that Mr. Insull had given $100,000. 
He knew it was a violation of the law under which he held 
his then office to receive money from Insull, and yet-listen to 
this excerpt from his prepared statement, a part of which I 
find in the record : 

Is there anyone who accuses me of wrongdoing? Who is it and 
where is he? What have I done that is against law or against good 
morals? 

Is it possible that Mr. SMITH does not understand? I am 
wondering if it can be possible that a man can be elected to 
the Senate from Illinois who does not understand that the 
acceptance of a $100,000 campaign fund from the head of a 
public-utility corporation, which it was his duty as commis
sioner to regulate, was contrary to the law of Illinois? How 
can he ask such questions? 

What have I done that is against law or against good morals? Is 
there any person who says that I used unlawful or immoral means 
to get a single vote? 

He certainly must have been talking about the election. 
What have I done that is against the law or against good morals? 

Is there any person who says that I used unlawful or immoral means 
to get a single vote? Is there any person who says I spent a single 
dollar for any unlawful or immoral purpose? If so, who is he, where 
is he, and when did he say it? If there is any person who is ready 
to make such a charge, should he not be called here to make it, where 
I can hear it; and before I am even requested to make any statement 
whatever? (p. 1546). 

Think of putting that in the record after having admitted 
that with his knowledge, consent, and approval $100,000 ha~ 
been accepted from Mr. Samuel Insull, head of one of the 
great public-utility corporations in Illinois, when it was SMITH's 
duty as commerce commissioner to regulate that public utility. 

The CHAIRMAN, I take it, then, Mr. SMITH-let us see if we can not 
cut across lots and get to the point-that you bad information that 
put you on notice of the fact that Insull had contrifiuted? 

Mr. SMITH. I would not put it that way, Senator. I had informa
tion that Mr. Insull was supporting my campaign. As to the amount, 
or any specific donations, I had no knowledge at that time (p. 1868). 

It was shown that there had been reductions in surface-line 
car f&res in Chicago. 

The CHAm:P.IAN, Are the surface-car lines in Chicago understood to 
be an Insull property or not? 

Mr. SMITH. No; I think not. 
The CHAIRMAN. You did, about November, 1921, reduce the fares of 

the surface lines from 8 cents to 5 cents? 
Mr. SMITH. Yes, slr. 
The CHAffiMAN. Are the elevated roads in Chicago regarded as an 

Insult property or not. 
Mr. SMITH. I believe so. 
The CHAinMAN. Has your commissio.n the power to initiate proceed

ings to regulate the rates of any company? 
Mr. S:IUTH. It has. 
The CHAIRMAN. Did it initiate any proceedings to reduce the rates 

of the elevated lines? 
Mr. SMITH, I can not recall whether the commission initiated the 

proceedings or whether the proceedings were there upon petition of 
some one else; but in 1921 such proceedings were initiated. 

The CHAm MAN. Were the rates reduced? 
Mr. SMITH. They were. 
The CHAIRMAN. How much? 
Mr. SMITH. Aggregating about $7,000,000 up to June 30 of this year. 
The CHAillMAN. But I am asking the rate per fare. 
Mr. SMITH. I can explain it to you only by giving you the amounts 

and then giving you the weighted reduction per passenger, because 
there is a scale of rates. 

The CHAIRMAN. Could you give me the scale of ra.tes as it stood at 
the time the application was made? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes; I think so. My recollection is that it was 10 cents 
per single ride, four rides for 35 cents, and that the rate put into effect 
by the commission after a bearing was, single tare 10 cents, three 
rides for 25 cents, and a book for $1.25, permitting you to ride as often 
as you wanted to during the course of the month (p. 1869). 

Three rides for 25 cents instead of four rides for 35 cents. 
This same commission reduced the fare on the surface lines 
from 8 to 5 cents, whereas the regular fare was left at 10 cents 
on the elevated lines controlled by Mr. Insull. 

Of course nobody wants to be hypercritical, but it looks to 
me as if Insull could well afford to contribute $125,000 to Mr. 
SMITH's campaign. There is a very considerable transaction 
there. It must have meant a great deal of money, and, looked 
at from the point of gratitude, I do not know but that Insull 
was right in contributing some of this money, even though 
it was a violation of law. I am now looking at it from the 
standpoint of Insull, the man who bad received these great 
benefits from the chab:man of the commission, who is the man 
who has asked to be seated in the Senate of the United States. 

I come now to matters affecting the gas company: 

T'lle CHAIRMA~. What is the name of the great gas company llere 1 
Mr. SMITH. The People's Gas Light & Coke Co. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is regarded as an Insull pr~perty? 
Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Was there any application made for a reduction of 

the rates of that company? 
Mr. SMITH. I think that was a citation by the commission (p. 1870). 
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He made some reduction in gas rates, but not to those who 
used under 400 cubic feet. 

Mr. ASHURST. 1\Ir. President, will the Senator yield to me 
there? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. ASHURST. I note the Senator refers to a contribution 

or a donation made by Samuel Insull. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ASHURST. Did the Senator use the word "contribu

tion" or the word "donation," or both? 
Mr. McKELLAR. I think I have used both. 
Mr. ASHURST. Was it not an investment that Samuel 

Insull made rather than a contribution? 
l\Ir. McKELLAR. One would think from examining the re

lationship between these two parties that it was not only an 
investment but a· tremendously profitable investment for Mr. 
Insull. Other utility companies seem not to have invested quite 
so much and they did not get as good returns. Their fares 
were reduced from 8 to 5 cents, while brother Insull's remained 
at 10 cents, but as a lagniappe to the people those who bought 
tickets could get three for a quarter instead of four for 35 
cents. Marvelous reduction 1 · 

Listen further-
The CHA.nMAN. Coming, now, to the People's Gas Light & Coke Co., I 

find that in 1923 its outstanding capital stock and surplus was 
$55,731,680. 

In 192~ it had increased to $57,187,711. 
In 1925 it had increased to $61,929,406. Those figures, then, would 

indicate that that company had applied for the various increases of 
stock shown in these totals? 

Mr. SMITH. I assume so ; yes. 
The CHAinMAN. And that its requests had been granted to the ertent 

indicated? 
Mr. SMITH. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Likewise it is shown in this tabulation which I have 

that the People's Gas Light & Coke Co.'s bonded indebtedness increased 
from $46,177,000 in 1923 to $51,927,000 in 1925. That would indicate 
that the company had made application for an increased bonded in
debtedness and bad issued bonds under the direction of . the commission 
or with the permission of the commission. That is right, is it? 

Mr. SMITH. It would (p. 1874). 

Ah, Mr. President, here we see the nefarious relationship. 
The chairman of the commerce commission permitting this 
power interest of Mr. Insull's to increase both its bonded in
debtedness and its stock indebtedness by million..s:-$10,000,000 
in the two or three years since Mr. SMITH has been chairman
on which the people of Chicago bad to pay reasonable returns, 
and in return for these favors-these enormous favors-and 
by reason of only a small reduction in fares and charges 
no wonder Mr. Insull was trying to give so valuable a "friend 
$125,000 for his campaign fund. He ought to have contributed 
half a million dollars, at least; and be may have done so for 
aught we know. . 

Mr. President, fraud and corruption permeates this entire 
transaction. This man comes to the Senate with unclean 
bands, and the Senate should exclude him. We already have 
the proof taken in this very case. This proof overturns any 
regularity in credentials. The Senate should not hesitate. 
but it should immediately exclude SMITH so that the great 
State of Illinois may appoint a man to come to the Senate 
for the time being whose hands are clean and whose selection 
does not grow out of one of the most corrupt campaigns that 
every took place in any State. 

Mr. President, in England Parliament has always exercised 
full power to deal with the qualifications of its own members. 

The power of ParliamP.nt to exclude is graphically set forth 
in the life of John Wilkes. He was very much opposed to the 
party in power and from an early period in his life undertook 
to get into Parliament. His first attempt was in 1754, when 
he spent $20,000 and polled 192 votes. In 1757 he was elected 
at a cost of $35,000. He then published a paper in which 
he abused an official of the Government, for which be was put 
in the tower. In 1764 he was expelled from the House for 
publishing the North Britain, an alleged scurrilous sheet. He 
was exiled for four years. In 1768 be was again a candidate 
for Parliament, but was defeated. He was then arrested and 
committed to prison for a republication of the North Britain 
and for publishing an Essay on Woman. He was then sen
tenced in the Court of King's Bench for 20 months' imprison
ment. In 1769, having been again elected to the House of 
Commons, he was expelled. In 1769 he was reelected and ex
pelled again. He was elected again in 1769 and expelled a second 
time. He was elected a fourth time, and Parliament declared 
his opponent entitled to the seat. In 1774 be was again 
elected to Parliament and this time held on. Then he moved 

to have his former expulsion expunged from the record and 
finally did so. There is nothing in this case that bears on the 
present case, except the unrestricted right that the British 
Parliament has always taken in passing on the qualifications 
of its members. 

But it is claimed that the question of fraud and corruption 
in the Smith election does not apply to this present applica
tion of SMITH to a seat in the Senate. It is claimed that 
inasmuch as SMITH is appointed by the governor to fill out an 
unexpired term that none· of these questions can be raised. 
Such a contention, in my judgment, is purely technical and 
wholly without merit. SMITH's act in obtaining his election to 
the regular term by fraud and corruption permeates the whole 
affair. Indeed, according to the newspapers, Governor Small 
gave as his reason for appointing Smith that be bad already 
been elected by the people. Small was elected at the same 
time. This directly connects the election of SMITH with the 
appointment of SMITH and makes the whole transaction fraudu
lent and, of course, the Senate should refuse to seat him. 

But it is claimed for SMITH that a question of State rights 
is at issue. I see no question of State rights at all in this 
matter. The Senate is not refusing the State of Illinois its 
equal representation in the Senate. If SMITH was 20 years old 
and presented credentials otherwise regular, be would be 
excluded, and it would be no deprivation of State rights. The 
Governor of Illinois does not have to appoint Smith to fill this 
vacancy. He can appoint any other qualified citizen of Illi
nois, man or woman, and the Senate will receive him or her. 
I believe in State rights, but not in that kind of State rights. 
They would put through some measure that ought not to go 
through or put in some candidate who ought not to be in office. 
In these days many of those who clamor for State rights are 
simply asking to put over some nefarious deal or to prevent 
s?me worthy and progressive measure. The plea of State 
nghts for SMITH and the plea of State rights for the boot
legger or any other law violator ought to go hand in hand. 

Whether we look at it as a matter of principle, or whether 
we examine the textbooks on constitutional law, the history of 
the provision in the original Constitution, the statutes of the 
United States, the precedents in the House, or the precedents 
in the Senate, there can be no question about the Senate's 
power to exclude, and by a majority vote. Every legislative 
body has unlimited control over its own methods of organiza
tion and the qualifications or disqualifications of its members, 
except as specifically limited by the organic law. When our 
Constitution was framed there was practically no limit to the 
right and power in these respects of the English Parliament. 
Such power is necessary to the preservation of the body itse1f 
and to the dignity of its character. It has been said that in 
England it was at one time permissible to permit admission 
into the House of Commons minors, aliens, and persons not 
inhabitants of the political subdivisions from which they were 
elected, and to this day an inhabitant of London may be elected 
to Parliament by a Scotch constituency. It was these abuses 
that our Constitution makers desired to prohibit. They did not 
undertake to name all of the disqualifications, but simply pointed 
out those three in section 5 of Article I, and another one later 
on. It was not their purpose to interfere with the right of each 
House to pass upon the qualifications of its own Members other 
than in the particulars named. 

ORIGINAL PROVISION 

In the first draft of the Constitution the original provision 
was as follows-and I call the especial attention of the Senate 
to it because it is in the affirmative: 

Every Member of the House of Representatives shall be of the age 
of 25 years at least; shall have been a citizen of the United States for 
at least three years before his election, and shall be at the time of his 
election a resident of the State in which he shall be chosen. 

And a similar proviso in the affirmative was proposed as to 
the Senate. 

This was opposed on the ground that it was impossible to 
make a complete list of qucliL.cations and that a partial list 
might by implication tie the hands of Congress. Concerning 
this, Mr. Wilson, a member of the convention, said : 

Besides a partial enumeration o! cases will disable the legislature 
from. disqualifying odious and dangerous characters. 

Later, Mr. Wilson said: 
It would be best, on the whole, to let the section go out ; this par

ticular power would constructively exclude every other power of regu
lating quaillications. 

To meet these objections the section was finally reported 
and adopted in the negative form, which it now bears. So 
that the very question here at issue was discussed at the time 
the provision was put in the Constitution, and it was put in 
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in a negative form so it would not preclude each House from 
exercising its plenary power to pass upon other qualifications 
of its Members. 

STATUTORY PRECEDENTS 

That each House was not limited to the four disqualifications 
contained in the Constitution was certainly the belief of those 
who made the Constitutioll. Mr. Madison was a Member of the 
House in the First Congress. On April 30, 1190, the following 
act was passed : 

That i! any person is directly or indirectly given any sum or sums 
of money, or any other bribe or award, or any promise, contract, obliga
tion, or security for the payment or delivery o:t any money, present, or 
award, or any other thing to obtain or procure the opinion, judgment, 
or decree of any judge or judges of the United States in any suit, con
troversy, or cause pending before him or them, and shall be convicted 
thereof, etc., he shall be confined and imprisoned, at the discretion o:t 
the court, and shall forever be disqualified to hold any office of honor, 
trust, or profit under the United States. 

And in 1791 it was enacted that every judge of the United 
State who in anywise accepts or receives any sum of money 
or other bribe shall be fined and imprisoned, and shall be other
wise disqualified to hold any office of trust or profit under the 
United States. 

Again, section 3 of Article I of the Constitution provides : 
Judgments in the case of impeachments shall not extend any further 

than to removal from office and disqualification to hol!l and enjoy 
any office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States. 

Surely no one could contend that a man might be adjudged 
guilty of impeachment and still be might be qualified to be a 
United States Senator. 

Section 5500 of the Revised Statutes prohibits a Member of 
either House of Congress from asking, accepting, or receiving 
any· money or any promise, contract, obligation, gratuity, or 
security for the payment of money either after he has been 
qualified or after he has taken his seat as a Member. and if 
convicted thereof he shall be fined, imprisoned, etc. ; and section 
5502 further proVIdes: 

Every Member, officer, or person convicted under the provisions of the 
two preceding sections who holds any place of profit or trust shall 
forfeit his place of honor and trust and shall forever be disqualified 
for holding any place of honor or trust under the United States. 

Now, is it possible that a man convicted under this statute 
could still be a Senator after having the three constitutional 
qualifications and being elected by the people of his State? It 
will be remembered that in 1862 the test act was passed, which 
placed a further qualification on the right of a Senator to hold 
office, so it appears that from our e.arliest history on down our 
Congress has acted upon the principle that each House had full 
and complete power to pass upon the qualifications of its own 
Members. 

It is true that in Mr. Story's work on the Constitution, in 
speaking of the qualifications provisions, it would seem that 
other qualifications could not be added. On the other hand, other 
constitutional writers seem to unite in thinking that other 
qualifications could be added. 1\Ir. Pomeroy says: 

The power given to the Senate and to the Honse of Representatives, 
each to pass upon the validity of the elections of Its own Members, and 
upon their personal qualifications, seems to be unbounded. • • • 
Indeed, there is absolutely no restraint upon its exercise except the 
responsibility of the Representatives to their constituents. 

Throop on Public Offices says : 
The general role Is that the legislature has full power to prescribe 

qualifications for holding office in addition to those prescribed by the 
Constitution, if any, provided that they are reasonable and not opposed 
to the constitutional provisions or to the spirit of the Constitution. 

1\fr. Cushing says : 
To the dlsquallfications of this kind may be added those which may re

sult from the commission of some crime which would render the Member 
ineligible. 

Mr. John Randolph, in the House of Representatives in 1807, 
said: 

I! the Constitution had meant as we contend to settle the qualifica
tions of Members, its words would naturally have run thus, " Every 
person who bas attained the age of 25 years and been seven years a 
citizen o:t the United States and, who shall, when elected, be an in
habitant of the State from which he shall be chosen, shall be eligible 
for the House of Representatives." 

But so far from :fixing the qualifications of that House, the 
Constitution merely enumerates a few qualifications within 
which the Senate was left to act. 

Professor Burgess declared : 
I think it is safe to say that either House might reject an insane 

person or might exclude a grossly immoral person. 

A number of cases have arisen in the House. One of the 
most notable was the refusal of the House of Representatives 
to accept the credentials of the celebrated Sergeant S. Prentiss 
and his colleague in 1837. From the facts as I can best get 
them from speeches made by Mr. Prentiss, it appears that in 
July, 1837, apparently at a special election, Messrs. Claiborne 
and Gholson were elected to Congress from Mississippi. At 
the November election Mr. Prentiss and his colleague ran and 
were elected. They received credentials from the Governor 
and presented the credentials to the House of Representatives. 
They first seated Mr. Claiborne and Mr. Gholson, and then 
afterwards decided that they were not entitled to their seats, 
and afterwards decided their elections were void. Still the 
House would not seat Prentiss and his colleague, and they went 
back home and ran again, were elected, and were sworn in. 
Now, Messrs. Prentiss and Word had every qualification in the 
Constitution. They had a certificate from the Governor in every 
way regular, and yet the House denied them their seats until 
after a subsequent election. 

In 1867 the Members elected from the State of Kentucky 
presented their credentials to the House, but they were not 
sworn in because they were disloyal and had expressed dis
loyal sentiments. They had all the qualifications under the 
Constitution. At this time the House assumed jurisdiction, 
tried the cases in advance of administering the oath, and where 
it happened that at some time the claimant had not been loyal 
he was excluded, and where he had been loyal he was sworn in. 

In the Forty-first Congress the House of Representatives 
asserted its right to exclude a Member elect with a perfect 
certificate and possessing all of the so-called qualifications. 
This is the case of 'Vhittemore. from South Carolina. It was 
charged against him that he had sold a cadetship, and was, 
therefore, unworthy to b'e a Member of the House. He resigned. 
The House passed a resolution of censure. Whittemore went 
back home, was reelected, and returned to the same session of 
Congress with his certificate of election under the broad seal 
of the State of South Carolina. Objection was made by nP less 
a person than Gen. John A. Logan, who asserted the right 
of the House to exclude a man guilty of such an offense as 
Whittemore had committed. General Logan made a wonderful 
speech in the case. 

I want to quote what General Logan said in that case. It 
applies exactly to this one. Said General Logan : 

We have the right to say that he shall not be a man of i~famous 
character. He is not merely a representative of the constituents who 
elect him, but his vote in the House is a vote for the whole Nation. 
It is a vote for the people of the whole country, and every district in 
the United States has the same interest in his vote that his own 
district has. Hence, if Congress shall not have the power or authority 
or shall not have the right to exclude a man of that kind, then the 
rights of the people of the whole country may be destroyed by a 
district sending a representative who may be obtained to wte in a 
manner which may be destructive to the rights of the people. 

And again General Logan said : 
Congress, being the Representatives of the whole people, are entitled 

to say that the rights of the whole country shall not be destroyed 
by one or more districts throwing in here a man, or set o:t men, 
capable of their destruction; and that, having knowledge of the facts, 
and the power to prevent the mischief by exercising the right of 
exclusion, they have a right to exercise that power, and thereby 
protect the interests of the country, and to preserve instead of de
stroy the right o:t representation. 

And, again: 
For crime, sir, we have a right to proscribe a man. 

And I repeat that statement here. For Mr. SMITH's crime 
in violating the laws of Illinois we have a perfect right to 
exclude him when he presents his credentials here. 

This case was not even sent to a committee, it being asserted 
that the House itself had knowledge of the facts. 

This case is directly in point with the Smith case. Whitte
more sold a cadetship. SMITH accepted campaign funds con
trary to law. The Smith case is really worse than the Whitte
more case. 

THE CANNOY CAS!ll 

In 1880 Cannon was overwhelmingly elected a delegate to 
the Congress from Utah. The committee reported that as 
Cannon was a polygamist he was ineligible and unqualified 
to be a Member of Congress. At that time the Edmunds law 
had not been passed, and there was no statutory ground of 
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eligibility. The Edmunds law Wa.s passed while the Cannon 
caRe was being tried. Cannon was excluded by a vote of 173 
to 79. 

I want to call attention now to the speech of Mr. Burrows, 
who afterwards served in this body. 

In the Cannon case Mr. Burrows said: 
But it will be observed that the Constitution does not undertake to 

spt>cify those things which disqualify a person for membership. The 
doctrine is wen settled that to entitle a person to a seat in this House 
he must not only- possess those affirmative qrialifieations mentioned 
in the Constitution, to wit, residence and citizenship, but he must be 
free from those things which by common parliamentary law dis
qualify. In other words, a Representative, though duly elected and 
possessing all tile constitutional qualifications, we would deny admis
sion to a person Infected with a contagious disease, and would be 
justified in so doing 

Should a member elect, after he wa chosen, be arrested and con
victed of orne infamous offense and puni 'bed by imprisonment in the 
State prison, would it be contended that if he should present himself 
at the bar of this House at the expiration of bis term of imprison
ment and demand to be received into membership, that it would not 
be within the con titutional power of this body to refuse him admis-
ion? Instances of personal disqualification might be multiplied in

definitely. This is sufficient, however, to illustrate my point. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JoNES of Washington in 
the chair). Does the Senator from Tennessee yield to the 
Senator from Florida? 

Mr. :McKELLAR. Certainly. 
Mr. FLETCHER. I recall that Mr. Burrows, to whom the 

Senator has referred, was chailillan of the standing Com
mittee on Privileges and Elections when I came here in March, 
1909; and when my commission was laid before this body he 
asked to have it referred to his committee. The commission 
was based upon an election by the Legislature of Florida, 
which was unanimous ; there was not a vote to the contrary; 
and yet at that time the practice was to refer the commis
sions of Senators to that committee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think the practice never ought to have 
been discontinued. I doubt whether it will be discontinued in 
the future. 

I just want to add what Mr. Burrows so well said; and, 
of course, knowing the qualifications that the senior Senator 
from Florida had at that time and still has,. and knowing that 
he had been elected by perfectly honorable means, he did not 
put him in the category of tho e about whom he was speak
ing here: 

The American people have long enough endured the shame of having 
seated in their high council a man who offends public decency, disturbs 
social order, defies . national authority, and outrages the moral sense of 
all Christendom. Let the humiliation end now and forever. 

The remarks of .Mr. Burrows are apt here. Here is a man 
who is a law-violator, who accepts gifts for campaign funds 
from . public service corporations, which it was his ·duty to 
regulate. He has so acted that he has made himself subject 
to removal from office in the State of Illinois. He bas broken 
the law. He has engaged in corrupt practices to secure a seat 
in the Senate. He has violated the decree of the Senate that 
a man who spends as much as $195,000 for his election has 
acted contrary to public policy, has committed an offense against 
the honor and dignity of the Senate, and is dangerous to the 
perpetuity of a free government How could any such man 
expect to be admitted to this body, by appointment or otherwise? 

I next come to the case of Brigham H. Roberts. In 1862 the 
Congress passed this law, section 5352: 

Every person having a husband or wife living who marries another, 
either married or single, in a territory, or otherwise, over which the 
United States has exclusive juisdiction, is guilty of bigamy and shall 
be punished by a fine of not more than $500 and be imprisoned f{)r a 
term of not more than five years. 

The Edmunds law provided that: 
No polygamist, bigami t, or any person cohabiting with more than 

one woman, and no woman cohabiting with any of the persons described 
as aforesaid in this section in any tertitory or other place o-ver which 
the United States have exclusive jurisdiction, shall be entitled to vote 
at any election held in any such territory or other place, or be eligible 
for election or appointment to, or be entitled to hold, any office or place 
of public trust, honor, or emolument in, under, or for any such terri
tory or place, or under the United States. 

Mr. Roberts was elected to the Fifty-sixth Congress; and 
thereupon, on December 5, 1899, the House passed the following 
resolution. I want to call the attention of Senators to this 

resolution. In substance, it is exactly like the procedure that 
is being invoked here : 

Resolved, That the question of the prima facie right of Brigham H. 
Roberts to be sworn in ns a Representative from the State of Utah 
in the Fifty-sixth Congress, as well as of his final right to · a seat 
therein as such Representative, be referred to a special committee 
of nine Members of the House, to be appointed by the Speaker ; and 
until such committee shall report upon and the House decide such 
question and right, the said Brigham H. Roberts shall not be wol'n 
in or be permitted to occupy a seat in the House. 

The committee met and further reported : 
We find that Brigham H. Roberts was elected as a Representative 

to the Fifty-sixth Congress from the State of Utah, and was at the 
date of his election above the age of 25 years; that he had been for 
more than seven years a naturalized citizen of the United States and 
was an inhabitant of the State of Utah. 

We further find that about 1878 he manied Louisa Smith, hi first 
and lawful wife, with whom he has ever since llved as such, and who 
since their marriage has borne him six children. 

That about 1885 he mal'Tied as his plural wife Celia Dibble, with 
whom he has ever since lived as such, and who since such marriage 
has borne him six children, of whom the last were twins, born August 
11, 1897. -

'.('bat some four years a!ter his said marriage to Celia Dibble he 
contracted another plural marriage with Margaret C.. Shipp, w·ith 
whom he has ever since Uved in the habit and repute of marriage. 
Your committee is unable to fix the exact date of this marriage. It 
does not appear that he held her out as his wife before January, 1897, 
or that she before that date held him out as her husband, or that 
before that date they were reputed to be husband and wife. 

That these facts were generally known in Utah, publicly charged 
against him during hts campaign for election, and were not denied by 
him. 

'£hat the testimony bearing on these facts was taken in the pres.ence 
of Mr. Roberts, and that he fuUy cross-examined the witnesse but 
declined to plac.e himself upon the witness stand. 

'l'be committee is un.animous in its belief that Mr. Roberts ought not 
to remain a Member of the House of Representatives. A majority are 
of the opinion that he ought not to be permitted to become a Mem
ber; that the House has a right to exclude him. A minority are ol 
the opinion that the proper course of procedure is to permit him to 
be sworn in and then expel him by a two-thirds vote under the con
stitutional provision providing for expulsion. 

:Mr. Roberts .was excluded, and properly so, by n vote of the 
House. The committee, among other things, reported on the 
right to exclude as follows: 

The objection is made to the refusal to admit Roberts that the 
Constitution excludes the idea that any objectlon can b~ made to his 
coming in if he is 25 years of age, has been seven years a citizen of 
the United States, and was an inhabitant of Utah when elected, no 
matter how odious or h·easonable or criminal may have been his life 
and practices. 

To this we reply-
1. That the language of the constitutional provision, the history of 

its framing in the constitutional convention, and its context, clearly 
show that it can not be construed to prevent disqualification for crime. 

2. That the overwhelming authority of textbook writers on the CDn· 
stitution is to the effect that such disqualification may be imposed by 
the House, and no commentator on the Constitution specifically denies 
it. Especial reference is made to the works of Cushing, ,Pomeroy, 
Throop, Burgess, and Miller. 

3. The courts of several of the States, in con truing analogous pro
visions, have with practical unanimity declared against such na'rrow 
construction of such constitutional provisions. 

4. The House of Representatives never denied that it bad the right to 
exclude a Member elect, even when he had the three constitutional re
quirements. 

5. In many instances it has distinctly asserted its right so to do in 
cases of disloyalty and crime. 

6. It pas ed in 1862 the te t oatb act, which impo ed u real and sub
stantial disqualification for membership in Congress, disqua.li.fying hun
dreds of thousands of .American citizens. That law remained in force 
for 20 years, and thousands of Members oi Congress were compelled to 
take the oath it required. 

7. The House in 1869 adopted a general rule of order, providing 
that no person should be sworn in as a Member against whom the objec
tion was made that he was not entitled to take the test oath, and it 
upon investigation such fact appeared, he was to be permanently de
barred from entr:mce. 

The Roberts case is exactly in point. Mr. Roberts was ~x
cluded from taking the oath because of his violation of the law 
of the land. 

Mr. President, tho ·e are the House precedents. I next come 
to the Senate precedents. Before I begin on them I might 
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state to the Senate that where questions have arisen relative 
to the right of any person appointed by a governor, almost the 
uniform procedure has been to refer the case to a committee, 
without the appointee taking the oath, and then, upon the re
port of the committee, to allow him to take the oath or not, 
according to the decision of the Senate.. 

1. Uriah Tracy, Senator from Connecticut in 1796. The 
oath was administered to him, by a vote of 13 to 10, after 
question had been raised as to his credentials. 

2. Samuel Smith, Senator from Maryland in 1809, pre
sented his credentials. He was appointed by the governor, 
and he was seated by a vote of the Senate on June 6. Ap
parently he was not allowed to take the oath until the Senate 
seated him. 

3. Samuel S. Phelps, a Senator from Vermont in 1853, was 
sworn in. He was afterwards declared entitled to his seat. 

4. Jared W. Williams, in December, 1853, came as a Sena
tor from New Hampshire, and he was sworn in. It seems 
that Williams was afterwards declared entitled to his seat, 
and apparently he held his seat. 

5. Horace Chilton, of Texas, appeared and was sworn in, 
and he was declared entitled to his seat. 

6. Humphrey Marshall, Senator from Kentucky. He was 
charged by certain judges in Kentucky with gross fraud in 
judicial proceedings. His credentials were presented Febru
ary 26, 1796, and referred to a committee. The Senate de
cided to admit Mr. Marshall. 

7. William Blount and William Cocke, the first two Sena
tors from Tennessee, were appointed on May 9, 1796. The 
Senate took no action except to order that the matter lie 
over. On May 23, 1796, it was ordered as follows : 

That Mr. Bl<>unt and Mr. Cocke, who claim to be Senators of the 
United States, be received as spectators, and that chairs be pro
vided for that purpose until final decision of the Senate shall be given 
on the bill proposing to admit the southwestern Territory into the 
Union. 

On June 1, however, m'ter an investigation, they were duly 
admitted. 

8. Stanley Griswold, a Senator from Ohio, 1809. His cre
dentials were submitted, and he qualified and took his seat. 

9. Ephraim Bateman, elected to the Senate. The oath was 
administered. He was allowed to keep his seat. 

The Niles case has already been referred to. 
10. W. T. Willey and John S. Carlile, Virginia, 1861. There 

was an effort to refer them to committee, but they were 
allowed, by a majolity vote, to take the oath. 

11. Cases of Frederick P. Stanton and James H. Lane, 
Kansas, 1861. They were allowed to take their seats. 

12. David T. Patterson, of Tennessee. In July, 1866,. his 
credentials were read. 

They were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary to 
inquire into the qualifications of Mr. Patterson. It was after
wards held that he was entitled to his seat. 

13. George Gold, of Alabama, presented his credentials and 
asked to take the oath, but his case was ·referred to a com
mittee. That was on February 6, 1871. He was allowed to 
take the oath in 1872. 

Then, there are miscellaneous Senate cases, to which I will 
now refer. 

James Shields. He was Senator from Illinois, presented 
his credentials in 1849, and was sworn in, but it was after
wards held that he was not a citizen. 

Lyman Trumbull, Senator from Illinois. His credentials 
were presented and the oath was administered to him. After
wards it was held that he was ineligible. 

James Harlan, Senator from Iowa. His credentials were 
presented on December 3, 1855, and he was sworn in. His 
place was afterwards declared vacant. 

Fishback, Baxter, and Snow. Their cases came up in 1864. 
They were referred to a Committee on the Judiciary, and 
there was a report on May 21, 1864. On February 21, 1866, 
a motion was made that they were not entitled to their seats, 
but it was laid on the table. None of them was afterwards 
seated. 

In December, 1864, the credentials of Cutler, Smith, and 
Hahn were ordered to lie on the table. They were sent to a 
committee, and the· applicants were never seated. 

In 1865 the credentials of Segar and Underwood were sub
mitted from Virginia. They were not admitted. 

John P. Stockton, New Jersey, 1865. His credentials were 
submitted on December 4, 1865, and he took the oath. It was 
held that he was not entitled to his seat. 

Philip S. Thomas, of Maryland, has heretofore been referred 
to. His case was referred to a committee, and it was after
wards decided that he was not entitled to his seat. 

Thomas Norwood and Foster Blodgett, of Georgia. Their 
credentials were presented and Teferred to a committee . . Blod
gett never was sworn in. Norwood was sworn in on December 
19, 1871. 

Ransom and Abbott, North Carolina. March 7, 1871, the 
credentials of Mr. Abbott were presented and referred · to a 
committee. .Abbott was declared not entitled to his seat. 
Ransom on February 5, 1872, appeared and took the oath. 

In 1844 the credentials of John M. Niles were presented and 
objection was made to the oath being administered. Mr. 
Jarnigin submitted a resolution referring the credentials of 
Mr. Niles to a select committee, which was instructed to 
inquire into the election, return, and qualifications of the said 
John M. Niles, and into his capacity at this time to take the 
oath prescribed by the Constitution of the United States. That 
was on the 30th of April, and on May 16 following Mr. Niles 
was permitted to take the oath of office. His mind had become 
impaired and he had been in an insane asylum, but the com
mittee reported that while he was laboring under mental aml 
physical disability he was not of unsound mind in the tech
nical sense of that phrase. This case establishes the right of 
the Senate to refuse to allow the oath to be taken until after 
an examination by the committee. In other words, it asserts its 
right to exclude. 

Another case in the Senate was that of Philip F. Thomas, 
of Maryland. His credentials were presented on March 18. 
1867, and the following day were referred to the .Judiciary . 
Committee. There was a very elaborate debate. The charge 
against him was that be had been disloyal, and that he was, 
therefore, incapable of taking the test oath which was pro
vided for in the act of July, 1862. Thomas was excluded by' a 
vote of 27 to 20. 
SENATORS WHOSE CRJIIDENTI.ALS WERE REFERRED TO THE COlL\llTTEE AND 

SEATED OR UXS»ATED UPON REPORT OF THE COlHIITTEE 

Kensey Johns, of Delaware, 1794. Mr. Johns presented his 
credentials. Whereupon it was moved that they be referred to 
the consideration of the Committee of Elections before the said 
Kensey Johns should be permitted to qualify. The committee 
reported that he was not entitled to his seat, and it was so 
ordered by the Senate. 

James Lanman, of Connecticut. 1825. Exception being taken 
to the credentials, they were referred to a committee. After a 
hearing a resolution was presented providing: 

That the Hon. James Lanman, appointed a Senator by the Governor 
of the State of Connecticut, be now admitted to the oath required by 
the Constitution. 

The oath was refused-yeas 18, nays 23. 
Ambrose H. Sevier, of Arkansas, -1837. · His cred.entials were 

referred to a committee, and the following resolution was 
offered: 

Resolt•ed, That the Hon. Ambrose H. Sevier, appointed a Senator by 
the Governor of the State of Arkansas, have the oath required by the 
Constitution administered to him. 

He was admitted by a vote of 26 to 19. 
Archibald Dixon, of Kentucky, 1852. The first motion was: 
Resolved, That the credentials of Archibald Dixon, Esq., be referred 

to the Committee on the Judiciary, who shall consider and report 
thereon. 

For this a substitute was offered as follows : 
That the Hon. Archibald Dixon was duly elected by the Legislature 

of the State of Kentucky, to fill the vacancy in the Senate occasioned 
by the resignation of the Hon. Henry Clay, and is entitled to a seat 
therein. 

This was passed. 
Charles H. Bell, of New Hamp.._<iliire, 1879. The Vice President 

presented his credentials on Tuesday, March 18, 1879. On 
motion of Mr. Wallace it was ordered that the credentials lie on 
the table, and a resolution was offered as follows: -

Resolt'ed, That Hon. Charles H. Bell is not entitled to a seat as a 
Senator by virtue of the appointment by the executive of New Hamp
shire. 

Majority and minority reports were filed. Mr. Bell was after
wards seateq, on April10, 1879, by 25 to 38. 

Lee Mantle, Montana, 1893. The credentials were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections on March 9, 1893. 
On March 27, 1893, Mr. Hoar, from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, reported the following resolution . 

Resolved, That Lee Mantle is entitled to be admitted to a seat as 
Senator from the State of Montana. 

On August 23 Mr. Vance offered a resolution providing that
Mr. Lee Mantle is not entitled to a seat in this body-

which was carried by a vote of 35 to 30 . 

•• 
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The case of Mr. Mantle was a very famous one, and upon the 
action of the Senate in that case quite a number of other cases 
which arose afterwards were decided, among them the fol-
lowing: . 

A. C. Beckwith, of Wyoming, 1893: The Legislature of 
Wyoming having adjourned without the election of a Senator, 
the Governor of Wyoming appointed Mr. Beckwith to the Sen
ate. His credentials were referred to a committee, and on 
March 27 the committee decided that he was not entitled to a 
seat. Beck\Vith resigned. 

John B. Allen, of Washington, 1893: John B. Allen was 
appointed and his c-redentials were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. A report was made on March 27, 
1893, stating that Mr. Allen was entitled to his seat. The 
Senate refused to seat Mr. Allen. 

Henry W. Corbett, of Oregon, 1897: His credentials were 
presented and were referred to a committee on February 28, 
1897. The committee reported that Corbett was not entitled to 
his seat, and on March 18, 1897, the Senate by a large majority 
upheld the report. 

Case of Andrew T. Wood, of Kentucky. 1\Ir. Wood was ap
pointed to fill the vacancy· in the Senate caused by the death 
of Mr. Blackburn. His credentials were referred to the Com
mittee on Privileges and Elections. No report was made. Mr. 
Deboe was by that time elected to the Sena,te and took his 
seat, and that ended the matter. 

John A. Henderson, of Florida: A similar situation existed. 
The next case was that of Matthew Quay. It will be remem

bered that that was a famous case. It arose probably within 
the time of some of the Senators present, no doubt within the 
service of the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER], 
whom I see before me. 

It will be remembered that the Legislature of Pennsylvania 
did not elect a Senator, but adjourned without elec1ion. Ther~ 
upon the Governor of Pennsylvania appointed Mr. Quay, but he 
was not sworn in. His case was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, and after one of the most notable 
fights before a committee, ~jority and minority :reports were 
made, and }!r. Quay was excluded by a majority of one vote. 

It will thus be seen from a study of the cases which are 
directly in point that the usual, ordinary, regular, ordained 
procedure in the Senate, where questions arise involving quali
fications of Member" of this body befo!:e they get here, is to 
have the man not take the oath until an examination is had 
by the committee. There have been exceptions to that rule, 
but the exceptions are few. The general rule is as I have 
stated. 

Mr. FLETCHER. .Mr. President, may I interrupt the 
Senator? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Certainly. 
M.r. FLETCHER. In the Quay case the question was not 

as to M.r. Quay's qualifications; but the case was determined 
on the power and right and authority of the governor to 
appoint. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is true, and that has been the ques
tion in many of the Senate cases which have arisen. I call to 
the attention of the Senate the fact that Mr. Quay's credentials 
were absolutely regular on their face. There was a vacancy. 
Mr. Quay had all the qualifications provided by the Constitu
tion. Yet the Senate went behind his credentials to examine 
into the facts. So here, Mr. SMITH has all the constitutional 
qualifications, I have no doubt. He has the three constitutional 
qualifications mentioned. His credentials are regular on their 
face. But it is charged, and the committee have reported the 
fact to the Senate, that Mr. SMITH violated the law in his own 

. State, for which violation the Senate has a right to vote as to 
whether or not they will permit him to take a seat here, or 
whether he shall be excluded. 

In 1862 Benjamin Stark was appointed a Senator from 
Oregon and was allowed to take his seat It seems that the 
charge of disloyalty was made against him, but was not 
proved. 

Mr. Lyman Trumbull, who made one of the reports in the 
ca e, said: 

Does anyone doubt the power ()f Congress under this clause of the 
Constitution to declare that a person convicted of treason should for
ever be incapable of holding any office under the United States? If 
this were done, would it be contended that a convicted traitor was 
entitled .to be sworn as a Senator? The clause of the Constitution 
prescribing the qualifications of Senators and Representatives could 
never have been intended to limit the power to make disqualifications 
to bold those or any other offices a penalty for the commission of crime, 
especially of treason. 

Doubtless, he says, a law ()f Congress declaring that a person con· 
victed of a particular offense should not hold omce under the United 

• 

States, and the decision of the courts sustaining such a law would 
not preclnde the Senate from admitting such a person to a seat 
should it think proper, because the Senate is the exclusive judge of 
the elections, returns, and qualifications of its ()WD Members. Yet 
it ·is hardly conceivable that the Senate ever would admit such a 
person to be sworn; nor does the fact that Congress has not adopted 
such a punishment for disloyalty or treason prevent the Senate from · 
refusing to allow to be sworn as a Member a person believed by the 
body to be guilty of those offenses or other infamous crimes. 

That one avowed traitor, a convicted felon, or a person known to 
be disloyal to the Government has a constitutional right to be admitted 
into the body would imply that the Senate had no power of protecting 
itself-a power which, from the natme of things, must be inherent 
in every legislative body. Suppose a Member sent to the Senate, before 
being sworn, were to disturb the body and by violence interrupt its 
proceedings, would the Senate be compelled to allow such a person 
to be sworn as a Member of the body before it could cast him out? 
Surely not, unless the Senate is unable to protect itself and preset·ve 
its own order. The Constitution declares " that each House may 
determine the rules of its proceedings, punish it~ M~mbers for dis· 
orderly behavior, and with the concurrence of two-thirds expel a 
Member." 

The connection of the sentence in which the- power of expulsion 1s 
given would indicate that it was intended to be exercised !or some 
act done as a Member and not for some cause existing before the 
Member was elected or took his seat. For any crime or infamous act 
done before that time the appropriate remedy would seem to be to 
refuse to allow him to qualify, which, in the judgment of the under
signed, the Senate may properly do, not by way of adding to the' 
qualifications imposed by the Constitution but as punishment due to 
his crimes for the infamy of his character. 

·I now come to a case which many Senators now present will 
remember. I was not a Member of the Senate at that time 
though I think I was a Member of the House. I was intensely 
interested in the case. The applicant was a man who had 
been my life-long friend. I knew him when I was a child. He 
was one of the ablest and best men in this country, one of the 
finest men who ever trod the ground ln shoe leather. I refer 
to the Hon. Frank P. Glass, of Alabama. 

After ~e adoption of the seventeenth amendment, a vacancy 
occurred m one of the senatorships from Alabama. The 
governor of that State, the Hon. Emmett O'~eal, appointed 
Mr. Frank P. Glass as a Senator from Alabama. Mr. Glass 
presented his credentials, which were absolutely regular on 
their face. He had all the qualifications provided in the 
Constitution, and all the qualifications any other man could 
probably have, because he was a wonderfully fine man. Yet 
his credentials were referred to a committee, because of an 
alleged v!ce. in the power of the governor to appoint, and 
by a maJonty of one vote, as I recall, he was not allowed 
to take his seat. The case of Mr. Glass is directly in point 
with the Illinois case in every way. I always thought the 
Senate made a mistake in not seating Mr. Glass. 

I come now to another -rery famous ca e, and I see sitting 
before me the distinguished Senator to whom I am about to 
refer. It is the case of the Bon. REED SMOOT, one of the most 
famous eases that was ever brought before the Senate. Sen
ator SMO<Yr was sworn in without objection, on the 5th day of 
March, 1903, and it was said in the report in his case: 

In cases where the credentials of a Senator consist of a certificate 
of his due election from the executive of his State, he is entitled to 
be sworn in, and that all questions relating to his qualifications should 
be postponed and acted upon by the Senate afterwards. 

That case was referred to a committee, elaborate hearings 
were had, and a full report was made, in which it was held 
that the distinguished Senator from Utah was not guilty of any 
offense that had been charged against him and that he was 
entitled to his seat here. That was in a case where there was 
an election. It was not a case where one was appointed to 
office, as is the case with Mr. Smith. 

I take it that the only thing the Smoot ca e really decided 
was that a vote of two-thirds was required to exclude a 
Member. The resolution in that ea ·e was overwhelmingly 
defeated. My recollection is the vote was 28 in favor of the 
resolution and forty-odd against it That was one of the 
very few exceptions that have been made to the general rule of 
denying the right to take the oath and proceeding to investigate 
and report. We n.ll know Senator SMooT was entitled to his 
seat. 

The next case--and the last case, I believe--was that of Mr. 
NYE, with which we are all familiar. Mr. NYE was appointed 
by the Governor of North Dakota. He had all the qualifica
tions prescribed by the Constitution, and I believe he had all 
the qualifications that commonly should be found in a Senator· 
of the United States. There were three other Senator here 
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from oth~r States-one from Missouri, one from Massachusetts, 
one from Indiana-holding like appointments under similar cir
cumstances, and all of them had been admitted without any 
objection of any sort. But when Mr. NYE came for some reason 
his credentials were objected to, and it will be remembered that 
they were referred to a committee, and Mr. NYE did not take 
the oath. There was no formal action about it, but so much 
opposition had arisen that Mr. NYE did not present himself for 
the oath, and the comniittee that investigated reported against 
Mr. NYE being seated. Yet the Senate, passing upon the merits 
of the case, seated Mr. NYE. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. BLEASE. Was not the question involved in that case 

that of the right of the governor to appoint? 
Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; but it is a perfectly relevant case. 

There is no distinction. Mr. NYE had all the qualifications 
prescribed in the Constitution. The right of the governor to 
appoint was in question there. In this case the question is 
the right of the applicant to be seated. There is no possible 
difl'erence in principle between the procedure in the two cases. 
Both are cases where the governor appointed. Both were 
cases where the governor appoints. · 

Mr. President, the Constitution provides that no State with
out its consent shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in the 
Senate. That is the only provision of that kind in any con
stitution, I suppose, that was ever made. The only way that 
provision could be repealed would be by the unanimous con
sent of every State in the Union. It can not be repealed by 
amendment. No State shall be deprived of its equal repre
sentation in the Senate save by its own consent. I take it that 
as long as one State does not consent, that provision can not 
be interfered with. 

It is said that in some marvelous way this provision of the 
Constitution is being violated in the present case. I deny it. 
There is no violation of that provision. We are not denying 
to Illinois her equal representation in the Senate. We are 
merely saying, should we exclude Mr. SMITH, that this man 
who has been appointed has not the proper qualifications, 
that he has been guilty of corruption in his own State, and that 
he is not entitled to be seated. If the Senate votes that way, 
immediately the Governor of Illinois has the right to appoint 
another man. Illinois will not be deprived of her equal 
representation in the Senate. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President--
Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 
Mr. HEFLIN. If the Senator will permit me, the governor 

in this case knew before he appointed Mr. SMITH that there 
was objection to him and that he probably would not be 
acceptable to the Senate. 

1\lr. McKELLAR. I saw that in the newspapers and I have 
already referred to it. If it is so, it connects this appointment 
up absolutely with the primary and with the election itself. 

Mr. President, under these circumstances I sincerely hope that 
Mr. SMITH will not come here. I hope he will think better 
of it. I hope he will not present himself to take the oath of 
office. It is always embarrassing to vote against anyone who 
presents himself here to take the oath. It is always embar
rassing for Senators to vote against a fellow Member or 
against a man who has been elected to be a fellow Member. 
I hope he will save the Senate the embarrassment of voting 
against him, but in my humble judgment there never was a 
more important question that has arisen before this body. 
If we seat Mr. SMITH and permit him to serve here as a Sen
ator for however short a time, we will give notice to men 
and women in every State in the Union, "If you have the 
money to buy a seat in the United States Senate and are willing 
to spend the money for its purchase, go ahead. The Senate 
has no authority or desire to prevent such a purchaser from 
taking his seat." On the other hand, if the Senate rises up 
to the full measure of its duty, as I believe it will should this 
question arise, it will be notice to every man and woman in 
the country that there is one body in which a seat can not 
be bought and then retained. 

Not only that, but it will be notice to all those who are 
likely to engage in fraud and corruption to come here that 
they had better not commit it. It is a matter of vital im
portance to the people of the Republic. Let us not make any 
mistake about it. Let us vote our conscientious convictions 
about it. This man has violated the law, admits in his own 
testimony tb.at he has violated the law, and it is the duty of 
the Senate to exclude him and not permit him to take his 
seat and not take the oath of office. 

Mr. BLEA SE. Mr. President, befGre the Senator takes his 
seat, will he yield to me 1 

Mr. McKELLAR. I had finished, but I am perfectly willing 
to yield. 

Mr. BLEASE. I noticed this morning and lLc;tened with a 
great deal of interest to a controversy between the Senator 
from Tennesse·e, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM], 
and the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH]. I would like 
to ask the Senator from Tennessee, if his argument holds good, 
how any man who came from a State which seceded from the 
Union could ever have become a Member of the Senate unless 
he was born after the close of the Civil War and lived as a 
citizen of his State for 30 years, not having participated in 
what some people very erroneously and falsely call the rebellion. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, with all due and proper 
respect to my esteemed friend from South Carolina, all those 
questions have been settled so long ago that it seems to me 
that it is not necessary to go into them here. I do not think 
they are pertinent, and I hope he will excuse me. 

1\lr. BLEASE. I know the question has been s·ettled, but the 
Senator's argument to-day, in my opinion, would have excluded 
from the Senate every man who took any part in the Civil War 
on the part of the Southern States. At a proper time I shall 
address myself to the Senate on that question. 

1\Ir. McKELLAR. I shall be very glad to listen to the 
Senator when he addresses the Senate. I do not think any 
such conclusion can be rightfully reached from my argument. 

Mr. BLEASE. No man loved that cause better than I nor 
is truer to it. ' 

Mr. McKELLAR. I shall be glad to listen to the Senator, 
but it does not se·em to me the question is pertinent. 

Mr. BLEASE. I knew my friend could not answer. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. BORAH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. McNARY. 1\fr. President-- . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JoNEs of Washington in 

the chair). Does the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator 
from Oregon? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator. I did not know he was 
in the Chamber. 

Mr. McNARY. I hope the Senator will let us proceed with 
the Agricultural Department appropriation bill. 

Mr. BORAH. I did not see the Senator in the Chamber when 
I submitted my motion. If the Senator wishes to proceed with 
the appropriation bill, I ha7e no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Idaho to withdraw his motion? 

Mr. BORAH. I withdraw the motion. 
AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT APPROPRiaTIONS 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed tbe con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15008) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1928, and for other purposes. · 

Mr. Mc::NARY. l\lr. President, may I submit just one obser-
vation? · 

Since making a survey of the activities of this department 
the Bureau of the Budget fixed the sum of $133,000,000, in 
round figures, as necessary to carry on the activities of the 
department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928. This in
cludes, of course, the practical activities of the department as 
well as the surveys of the forests and the construction of roads 
in cooperation with the States and the construction of forest 
roads in national forests. 

The House appropriated $128,000,000 to carry on the work. 
When the bill reached the Senate it was referred to the Com
mittee on Appropriations and tbat committee has added $201,000 
to the amount carried in the House bill. I am pleased to 
report at this time that the amount carried in the bill as 
reported from tbe Senate Committee on Appropriations is 
$4,500,000 less than the estimate of the Director of the Budget. 

I ask that the clerk proceed with the reading of the bill. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. McNARY. 1 yield. 
Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator whether there is 

any item in the bill providing that the Agricultural Department 
may send representatives abroad who are attempted to be 
clothed witb the power of the State Department, much as are 
the representatives of the Department of Commerce? It has 
become fashionable now for every department of the Govern
ment to have commercial attaches and business attaches and 
other attaches abroad, all of whom are trying to get under 
the coat tails of the State Department. I was wondering if 
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that pernicious practice has fastened itself upon the Depart
ment of Agriculture and whether this bill perpetuates it. 

Mr. McNARY. No. There is, howeYer, a bill on the calendar 
which would authorize attaches of the Department of Commerce 
to cooperate with the Department of Agriculture in the pr<>
motion of foreign trade. 

In this bill, however, to be quite fair to the Senator from 
Utah, there is an item which provides for an 'exploration party 
or a party of experts to go into China, Manchuria, Korea, and 
other Asiatic countries and attempt to locate or discover chest
nut trees which are immune from blight. That appropriation 
is in the sum of $40,000. It does not obtain as to any other 
activity of the Department of Agriculture. I thought it fair 
to make this statement to the Senator from Utah. While the 
general scope of his question does not include such an explora
tion, it is the assignment of a party to go abroad for, we think, 
a useful purpose. 

IMPORTATION OF MILK 

Mr. LEI\"ROOT. Mr. President, will the · Senator from Ore
gon yield to me? 

Mr. McNARY. Very gladly. 
Mr. LENROOT. I wonder if the Senator would yield to 

enable me to make a request for unanimous consent to consider 
the bill providing for the importation of foreign milk, with the 
understanding that I shall not press it if it leads to debate? 
It is a measure of importance, as the Senator from Oregon 
recognizes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. What is the calendar number 
of the bill? 

Mr. LENROOT. It is Order of Business 1245. 
Mr. McNARY. Does the Senator desire me to request that 

the Agricultural Department appropriation bill shall be tem
porarily laid aside? 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes; but I shall not press it 1f there is 
objection. It is the bill known as the milk importation bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Before unanimous consent is 
given for the consideration of the bill I suggest that the 
Senate be given an explanation of the provisions of the bill, 
so that we may know whether we care to take it up out of its 
order. 

Mr. McNARY. The secretary of the Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. W ALBH] notifies me that that Senator wants to 
be present when the milk bill is called up. For that reason I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call ·the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena

tors answered to their names : 
Ashurst Fess Lenroot 
Bayard Frazier McKella.r 
Bingham George McMaster 
Blease Gerry McNary 
Borah · Gillette Mayfield 
Broussard G1ass Metcalf 
Bruce Gotr Neely 
Cameron "Gooding Norbeck 
Capper Gould Norris 
Caraway Hale Nye 
Copeland Harris Oddie 
Couzens Hawes Overman 
Curtis Heflin Pevper 
Dale Howell Ph1pps 
Deneen Johnson Pine 
Dill Jones. N.Mex. Pittman 
Edge Jones, Wash. Ransdell 
Edwards Kendrick Reed, Pa. 
Ernst Keyes Robinson, Ark. 
Ferris King Robinson, Ind. 

Sackett 
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Shortridge 
Smoot 
Steck 
Stephens 
Stewart 
Swanson 
Tyson 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
Wheeler 
Willis 

Mr. NORRIS. I desire to announce that the junior Senat6r 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE] is absent on account of ill
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - Seventy-seven Senators hav
ing answered to their names a quorum is present, The Sen
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. LENBooT] has asked unanimous con
sent for the immediate consideration of House bill 11768. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Before consent for the con
sideration of the bill is granted I should like to have the Sena
tor from Wisconsin make a statement explaining the provisions 
and purposes of the bill. 

Mr. LENROOT. If the Senator from Oregon will yield for 
that purpose, I shall be glad to do so. 

Mr. McNARY. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin for 
that purpose. 

Mr. LENROOT. 1\lr. President, the bill for which I have 
asked consideration passed the House of Representatives at the 
last session. A similar bill was introduced by me early in the 
last session and extended hearings were then held by the Sen
ate committee. The purpose of the bill is to regulate the im
portation of milk and cream from foreign countries, applying 
to such milk and cream practically the same health 'Standards 

that are now required by the State Board of Health of New 
York. 
. More and more, Mr. President, the large cities, very properly, 
rn the interest of public health, and many States also, have 
required most rigid sanitary conditions in the production of 
milk; they have required the milk to conform to certain tests 
as to bacteria content, temperature, scoring, and tuberculosis. 
At present, from an economic standpoint as well as from a 
health standpoint) the dairy farmers of the United States are 
practically compelled to adopt those sanitary regulations, 
whereas none are required as to milk coming from Canada. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Are there no regulations or 
other restrictions in force as to milk imported from foreign 
countries? · 

Mr. LENROOT. There are now none whatever. We have 
regulations or laws relating to diseased cattle, and matters of 
that kind, but we have none as to mille 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Are the regulations which 
this bill contemplate the same as those whi& relate to do
mestic milk? 

l\Ir. LENROOT. Of course, each State has its own regula
tions, but this bill adopts in general the standards required 
by the State Board of Health of the State of New York. The 
Senator from New York [Mr. COPELAND], who, as the Senator 
from Arkansas knows, was at one time the commissioner of 
public health of the city of New York, has been very active 
and instrumental in shaping up this bill, and I am sure be 
will be glad to give to the Senator from Arkansas assurance 
of the correctness of the statement I have just made. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I shall be very glad to have 
a statement from the Senator from New York as. to whether 
he has investigated the subject matter of the bill and whether 
or not it meets his approval. 

Mr. COPELAND. 1\lr. President, if the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. McNARY] will permit, I will state that this bill requires 
that milk now shipped into New York State and various New 
England States bordering on Canada shall conform to the 
high standards required for health purposes in the State of 
New York. The milk covered by the provisions of the bill 
is not a large quantity, being about 60,000 quarts a day, where
as the con umption in New York City is 3,000,000 quarts a day. 
However, it breaks down the health standards as to milk in 
New York to have low standard milk brought in, milk of high 
bacteria count, which is liable to lead to diarrhea and other 
diseases. So, in order that the cities and communities in New 
York and New Erigland, receiving Canadian milk, may have 
the same protection as regards milk from Canada as they have 
for milk from . our own States, we are asking for the pa sage 
of this bill, which, I think, is a very proper bilL 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The statements made by the 
Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from New York con
vince me that the provisions of the bill are fair, and I have 
no objection to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the im
mediate consideration of the bill? 

1\Ir. KING. Mr. President, I am not going to object, but 
I wish to ask the Senator from New York a question. Will 
the effect of the bill, if it shall become a law, be to increase 
the price of the domestic product? Is it not, in other words, 
a bill in the interest of the milk monopoly in the United States? 

Mr. COPELAND. No; as the Senator will realize, the 
amount of milk imported, compared with the total consump
tion from our own farms, is so infinitesimal that it has no 
relation whatever to the question of the price. 

Mr. KING. The Senator does not mean to imply that the 
bill relates only to New York? 

Mr. COPELAND. Oh, no. 
Mr. KING. It is national in scope? 
Mr. COPELAND. It is. 
Mr. KING. And is offered as a sort of bulwark against the 

importation of milk from other countries? 
.Mr. COPELAND. No; on the contrary, the Health Com

missioner of New York City is extremely anxious that the 
imported milk shall come in, but in doing so if must conform to 
the hygienic standards to which our own milk conforms. The 
bill can have no possible effect upon the price of milk. 

Mr. KING. Can not the State itself handle the matter? 
Mr. COPEL.Al\TD ... Yes; or the city of New York could han

dle the matter; that is very true; but the city wants this 
bill. The city of New York gets milk from several States 
as well as from the Dominion of Canada. Good milk can not be 
conveyed enormous distances because it sours quickly. Cream 
can come and does come into New York from as far as Min
nesota, but there must be in the vicinity of New York as 
large a "milk shed," as we call it, as possible; and we are 
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anxious to have milk from Canada, but we do not want 
the milk from Canada to come in as contaminated or in
fected milk while we are seeking all the time to raise the 
standard, in order that the death rate may be kept down. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I merely wish to say, in fur
ther reply to the Senator from Utah [Mr. KING] that I think 
the answers given by the Senator from New York are entirely 
correct. It is a matter in which not only New York is inter
ested but all the great milk consuming populations anywhere 
near the border. The desire ·for the passage of this bill comes 
not particularly from the dairy interests but from the health 
authorities of different communities that are involved. I 
think it is a very wise measure and ought to be passed. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I object to 
the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. The con
sideration of the Agricultural Department appropriation bill 
will be resumed. 

AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15008) making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30,-1928, and for other purposes. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, the last item 
read being on page 2, beginning with line 1, under the heading 
" Office of the Secretary-Salaries," as follows : 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

SALARIES 

For Secretary of Agriculture, $15,000; Assistant Secretary and other 
personal services in the District of Columbia, including $7,294 for 
erlra labor and emergency employments, in accordance with the classi
fication act of 1923, and for personal services in the field, $642,000. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to direct attention 
to the item which has just been read~ as follows: 

• • • including $7,294 for extra labor and emergency employ
ments, in accordance with the classification act of 1923, and for per· 
sonal services in the field, $642,000. 

My recollection is that a number of years ago an item simi
lar to this, although perhaps not so large in amount, was car
ried on one or more bills, and an explanation was then made, 
as I now recall, to the' effect that the appropriation was only 
temporary in character and would soon or within a reasonable 
time not be required. I inquire whether or not this is for the 
purpose of giving employment to a large number of people not 
under the classified service, and why this appropriation should 
be continued? 

Mr. McNARY. This appropriation, let me respond to the 
able Senator from Utah, has been carried on all agricultural 
appropriation bills since my connection with them during the 
last five years. There are some experts who are not carried 
under the classification act; there is some emergency work 
which is necessary to do-for instance, in the Senator's own 
State, when there is an outbreak of forest fires. There are 
also emergencies arising from the white-pine blister rust, 
curly leaf affecting beets, an unusual number of leaf hoppers 
destroying vegetation, and the alfalfa weeviL So it becomes 
essential at times that the department may have a certain 
liquidity in its resources and personnel so that it may place 
in the field those who can perform the work in order to save 
a crop or a community from disaster. It is for that reason 
that this item has been carried, and the question has never 
arisen heretofore in the House or on the floor of the Senate 
since my connection with the bill. The item makes provision 
for meeting great emergencies and is most applicable to the 
Senator's own State, many of the other Western States, and 
many of the Southern and Eastern States. 

A few years ago we had an outcropping of the Japanese 
beetle in the East; we have had the cattle tick in the South ; 
we have had emergency work in connection with the ravages 
of the boll weevil in the cotton States of the South; we have 
had to combat the white-pine blister rust in New England 
States; we have had to undertake the eradication of tubercu
losis and the destruction of barberry bushes in order to pre
vent the spread of rust in the wheat section; we have had 
the pine beetle in the West, the alfalfa weevil, the leaf hop
per, and so on; in fact, there are so many things I can not 
now enumerate them all, but I have attempted to point out the 
reasons, and specific reasons, why it is necessary to carry this 
appropriation in this manner and fashion and in this language. 

1\Ir. KING. Mr. President, I am very glad to have the ex
planation, and there would seem to be justification for what 
might be called a contingent fund to meet the conditions to 
which the Senator has referred; but my recollection is that 

~n 1918 or 1919 attention was challenged to this appropria
tion and, as I recall, it was explained that it was temporary 
and, with the large appropriations which were made for the 
various purposes which the Senator has enumerated, the day 
would soon come when there would be no necessity for carry
ing this large general appropriation. 

I should like to ask the Senator, however, what portion of 
this sum is used for so-called scientific help and what is the 
maximum salary paid to these so-called scientific employees. 

Mr. McNARY. Six thousand dollars is the maximum salary 
paid. Some of the work is research, some is scientific and some 
is demonst ration work in the field. The proportion~ allocated 
to these three activities vary with the years and with the 
seasons. I could not tell the Senator; it would require the 
power of prophecy for me to attempt to allocate these funds 
for the fiscal year 1928. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Oregon a question regarding this item? Does it include investi
gations for the various other pine-beetle pests and the spruce 
bud worm, for instance? 

Mr. McNARY. This particular item might not meet the 
emergency situation; but there are items in the bill that cover ' 
the matters to which the Senator now alludes, carried under 
the distinct specifications. 

Mr. ODDIE. M.r. President, I understand from authority 
of experts in the department that over $100,000,000 worth of 
standing timber is destroyed every year by these various forest · 
insect pests. This destruction is increasing each year, and I 
consider the amount carried in this bill little enough when it 
contemplates the expenditure of money for salaries for scien
tific investigations of this horrible curse that is afflicting this ' 
country. We ought to have more money than is appropriated 
in this bill for this highly important work. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will continue 
the reading of the bill. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 

was, under the subhead, " Office of Experiment Stations- · 
Salaries and general expenses," on page 8, line 12, after the 
word "expenses," to strike out "$234,820" and insert 
"$237,640," and in line 15, after the name "United States," 
to strike out "$22,180" and insert " $25,000," so as to read: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to establish and maintain 
agricultural experiment stations in Alaska, Haw.aii, Porto Rico, the 
islud of Guam, and the Virgin Islands of the United States, includ
ing the erection of buildings, the preparation, illustration, and distribu
tion of r£>ports and bulletins, and all other nec£>ssary expenses, $237,640, 
as follows : Alaska, $76,240 ; Hawaii, $54,940 ; Porto Rico, $56,460 ; 
Guam, $25,000; and the Virgin Islands of the United States, $25,000; 
and the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to sell such products as 
are obtained on the land belonging to the agricultural I'.'Xperi.ment sta
tions in Alaska, Hawaii, Porto Rico, the island of Guam, and the 
Virgin Islands of the United States, and the amount obtained from the 
sale thereof shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States as 
miscellaneous receipts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, at the end of line 1, to 

change the total appropriation for the Office of Experiment 
Stations from $3,719,386 to $3,722,206. 

1\fr. KING. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator, for 
information, whether the item just read comprises the appro
priations made for the various agricultural schools throughout 
the Union or for the experiment stations which are a part of 
some of the agricultural colleges? 

Mr. 1\IoNARY. I will state to the Senator from Utah that 
it carries appropriations under the Lever Act, the Adams Act, 
and the Purnell Act, which provides for experimental work 
in the various agricultural schools throughout the States of 
the Union. That is the aggregate sum of those . three bills, 
and that is the aggregate help that the Government is giving 
for purposes of this character. 

1\fr. KING. As I understand, the bills to which the Senator 
has just referred carry a certain amount each year. 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 
1\Ir. KING. It is a continuing appropriation? 
Mr. 1\lcNARY. Yes. 
1\lr. KING. And this does not augment the general appro

priation authorized heretofore by general act of Congress? 
Mr. McNARY. Not at all. The first of these bills was the 

Adams Ac~ approved March 16, 1906. The Smith-Lever Act 
was approved May 8, 1914. At that time it carried an appro
priation of $480,000, which was subsequently increased to 
$720,000. On February 24, 1925, what is known as the Purnell 
Act became a law .. It carried an additional sum. All of these 
sums are included in this amount and have been heretofore 
authorized by legislation enacted by the Congress. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 

was under the subhead " Extension Service-Salaries and 
gen~ral expenses," on page 11, tine 2, to strike out " $103,300 " 
and insert "$108,045," so as to make the paragraph read: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to make suitable agricul
tural exhibits at State, interstate, and international fairs held within 
the United States; for the purchase of necessary supplies and equip
ment; for telephone and telegraph service, freight and express 
eharges; for travel, and for every other expense necessary, including 
the employment of assistance in or outside the city of Washington, 
$108,045. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, line 3, after the word 

" Service," to strike out "$2,877,480" and insert "$2,882,225," 
and in line 4, after the word " exceed." to strike out " $400.-
000" and insert "$402,000," so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

Total, Extension Service, $2,882.225, of which amount not to exceed 
' $402,000 may be expended for personal services in the District of 
Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, line 7, to change 

·the grand total appropriation for the office of the Secretary 
of Agriculture from $8,867,412 to $8,874,977. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading of " Weather 

Bureau, salaries and general expenses," on page 14, line 2, 
to strike out " $1,922,000 " and insert " $1,928,544,11 so as to 

1read: 
. For necessary expenses outside of tbe city of Washington incident 
I to collecting and disseminating meteorological, climatological, and 
1 marine information, and for investigations in meteorology, climatol-
1 ogy, seismology, evaporation, and aerology, $1,928,544. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 14, line 10, to change the 

total appropriation for the Weather Bureau from $2,641,000 to 
. $"2,647,544. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator in 

charge of the bill about the item on line 7, page 17, the pay
. ment of indemnities for the destruction of tubercular cattle? 
; Is this amount more or less than last year? 

!1r. McNARY. It is more than $1,250,000 over the amount 
carried in the current appropriation. It has now reached a 
total of nearly $6,000,000, which was the aim and goal of the 
distinguished Senator from New York during the hearing last 

·year. 
Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Senator, because I consider it 

a very important work. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, before that item is passed may I 

have the attention of the learned Senator? Undoubtedly his 
committee has received some complaints-! .know I have re
ceiYed many-relative to the administration of the provisions 
of the existing law concerning the destruction of alleged tuber
cular cattle. The Senator will recall that when the Agricul
tural bill was under consideration a year ago the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. GLAss] indulged in a very caustic criticism of 
the Department of Agriculture for the manner in which it 
administered this provision of the law, contending, as I recall, 
that most incompetent men had been employed, and that many 
cattle bad been killed, alleged to be tubercular, which were not, 
thus involving the United States in a good deal of expense. I 
should like to ask the Senator if the committee has made an 
investigation with a view to determining whether these nu
merous charges are justified and whether the department is 
acting with prudence and with economy, and whether efficient 
men are employed in this work. 

I will say that when I was in California a year ago, and 
more recently, many complaints were made that animals worth 
thousands of dollars had been killed that were not affected in 
any way; and quite serious charges were preferred against the 
administration of the act becam~e of the alleged prejudice and 
gross incompetency of those representing the Agricultural 
Department. 

Mr. Ma.N".A.RY. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah is 
better advised than the chairman of the subcommittee. I can 
assure the Senator, in connection with the complaint made last 
year by the distinguished Senator from Virgih.ia about the one 

incompetent, that ·that one incompetent is not now in the serv
ice. Consequently I think I may say that the service is. 100 I 
per cent good. I have never received a letter of criticism, I 

local criticism, or a suggestion in this connection from anyone ' 
save· the distinguished Senator from Utah. Perhaps he has 
given the mattE-r personal investigation; but I do believe, upon 
the basis of all the hearings that have been had upon this 
important item, that it is being administered efficiently and 
conformably to the statute, and in a way that has brought joy 
and pleasure to the cattle industry of the country. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
llr. McNARY. I do. 
1\Ir. BRUCE. I will say to the Senator, however, that at : 

the last session of Congress I obtained damages for the loss 
of a very considerable number of cattle killed by confessed 
incompetency on the part of agents of the Agricultural De
partment. The bill was actually passed by Congress, and the 
money paid to the claimants. 

Mr. McNARY. I suspect that may be true. I have no doubt 
of it; but the head of the Bureau of Animal Industry, Doctor 1 

Mohler, in whom I have a world of confidence, testified-and ' 
there was never any evidence to the contrary-that in from 96 ~ 
to 98 per cent of the eases the department was correct in its 
analyses. Of course, errors creep in once in a while, as all of I 
us are subject to human imperfections. 

1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will continue 
the reading of the bill. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 

was, under the heading of "Bureau of Animal Industry
Salaries and general expenses," on page 19, line 17, after the 
word " expenses," to strike out "$429,170" and insert 
"$434,170," and in line 18, after the word "appropriated," to 
strike out "$72,950" and insert "$77,950," so as to read: 

For all necessary expenses for investigations and experiments in 
animal husbandry ~ for experiments in animal feeding and breeding, 
including cooperation with the State agricultural experiment stations, 
including repairs and additions to and erection of buildings absolutely 
necessary to carry on the experiments, including the employment o! l 
labor in the city of Washington and elsewhere, rent outside o! the 
District of Columbia, and all other necessary expenses, 434,170 : 1 

ProvMed, That of the sum thus appropriated $77,950 may be used 
for experiments in poultry feeding and breeding. 

The amendment was agreed to . 
The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 2, to insert : 

"In all, salaries and general expenses, $8,602,860." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, at the end of line 13, to 

change the total appropriation for the Bureau of Animal Indus
try from $10,658,970 to $10,663,970. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading of "Bureau of 

Dairy Industry-Salaries and general expenses," on page 21, 
line 23, after the word "buildings," to insert "and not exceed
ing $7,600 for construction of buildings," so as to read: 

For carrying out the provisions of the act approved May 29, 1924, 
establishing a Bureau of Dairying, for salaries in the city oi Washing- · 
ton and elsewhere, and for all other necessary expenses, including 
repairs and additions to buildings and not exceeding $7,600 for con
struction of buildings absolutely necessary to carry on the experiments 
herein authorized, as follows : 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, at the end of line 7, to 

strike out " $420,494" and insert " $442,194," so as to read: 
For conducting investigations, experiments, and demonstrations in 

dairy industry, cooperative investigations of the dairy industry in the 
various States, and inspection of renovated butter factories, $442,194. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 7, to insert: 
In all, salaries and general expenses, $504,494. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, line 16, after the word 

"Industry" to sn·ike out "$495,094" and insert "$516,794," 
and in llne 17, after the word "exceed," to strike out 
" $256,000 " and insert " $264,000," so as to read : 

Total, Bureau of Dairy Industry, $516,794, of which amount not to , 
exceed $264,000 may be expended for personal services in the District 
of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 



1927 CONGRESSIONAL RECOR.D-SENATE 1053 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Bureau of 

Plant Industries-Salaries and general expenses," on page 24, 
line 18, after the word "discovered," to strike out "$131,160" 
and insert " $164,255," so as to I'ead : 

For the investigation of diseases of forest and ornamental trees and 
shrubs, iricinding a study of the nature and habits of the parasitic 
fungi causing the chestnut-tree bark disease, the white-pine blister 
rust, and other epidemic tree diseases, for the pmpose of discovering 
new methods of control and applying methods of eradication or con
trol already discovered, $164,255, of which sum not more than $10,000 
may be expended for the employment of pathologists in connection with 
forest experiment stations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The "next amendment was, on page 29, at the end of line 7, 

to st!:ike out "$192,260" and insert "$197,660," so as to read: 1 

For the investigation and improvement of fruits, and the methods 
of fruit growing, hat'Vesting, handling, and studies of the physiological 
and related changes of fruits and vegetables dur.ing the processes of 
marketing and while in commercial storage, $197,660. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 30, line 24, after the word 

"Industry," to strike out "$3,931,585" and insert "$3,969,680," 
and at the end of line 25, to strike out " $1,393,800" and insert 
"$1,397,800," so as to read: 

Total, nureau of Plant Industry, $3,D69,680, of which amount not 
to exceed $1,397,800 may be expended for personal services in the 
District <Jf Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading of " Forest 

Service--Salaries and general expense ," on page 36, at the 
end of line 21, to strike out "$490,264" and insert "$530,264," 
so as to read : 

For investigations of methods for wood distillation and for the 
presel'vative treatment of timber, for timber testing, and the testing 
of such woods as may require test to ascertain if they be suitable for 
making paper, for investigations and tests within the United States 
of fol'eign woods of commercial importance to industries in the United 
States, and for <Jther investigations and experiments to promote 
economy in the use of forest and fiber products, and for commercial 
demonstrations of improved methods or processes, in cooperation with 
individuals and companies, $530,264. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, line 15, after the word 

"land," to strike out " $332,000 " and insert " $342,000," so as 
to read: 

For silvicultural, dendrological, and other experiments and investiga
tions, independently or in cooperation with other branches of the Federal 
Government, with States, and with individuals, to determine the best 
methods for the conservative nanagement of forest and forest land, 
$342,000, of which amount not to exceed $60,000 shall be immediately 
available for the establishment of forest experiment stations as provided 
in the act entitled "An act to authorize the establishment and mainte
nance of a forest experiment station in the Ohio and Mississippi 
Valleys," approved July 3, 1926, and as provided in the act entitled "An 
act for the establishment and maintenance of a forest experiment station 
in Pennsylvania and the neighboring States," approved July 3, 1926: 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 39, line 7 to chanue the 

total appropriations for the Forest Service fro~ $8,590,Ss4 to 
$8.640,834. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 42, line 20, after the word 

"exceed," to strike out "$879,294" and to insert "$887,294," so 
as to read: 

Total, Bureau of Chemistry and Soils, $1,115,005, of which amount 
not to exceed $887,294 may be expended for personal services in the 
District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading of "Bureau of 

Entomol?gy-Sala~es and general expenses," on page 43, at the 
end of hne 18, to mcrea.se the appropriation for investigations 
of insects affecting deciduous f-ruits, orchards, vineyards, and 
nuts, from $124,980 to $130,980. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 44, at the end of line 11 

to strike out " $186,480 " and insert " $196,480," so as to read; 
For investigations of insects affecting truck crops, including insects 

and wireworms affecting the potato, sugar beet, cabbage, onion, tomato, 
beans, peas, etc., and insects affecting stored products, $196,480. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 22, to insert : 
In all, salaries and general expenses, $1,225,645. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'l'he next amendment was, on page 47, line 10 to change the 

total appropriation for the Bureau of Entomology from 
$3,062,265 to $3,078,265. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the headin17 of "Bureau of 

Biological Survey-Salaries and general expen~es " on pa ue 48 
at the end of line 7, to strike out "$54,000 ', and insert 
"$72,000," so as to read: 

For the maintenance of the Uontana National Bison Range and 
other reservations and for the maintenance of game introduced into 
suitable localities on public lands, under supervi3ion of the Biological 
~urvey, including construction of fencing, wardens' quarters, shelters 
for animals, landings, roads, trails, bridges, ditches, telephone lines, 
rockwork, bulkheads, and other improvements necessary for the eco
nomical administration and protection of the reservations, and for 
the enforcement of section 84 of the act approved March 4, 1909, en· 
titled "An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of the 
United States," $72,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendmf,lnt was, on page 49, after line 20, to insert : 
In all, salaries and general expenses, $1,005,020. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 50, at the end of line 17, 

to change the total appropriation for the Bureau of Biological 
Survey from $1,017,020 to $1,035,020. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading of " Bureau ot 

Agricultural Economics-Salaries and general expenses " on 
page 54, line 16, to strike out "$571,780" and insert "$500,780," 
so as to read : 

For acquiring and diffusing among the people of the United States 
useful information on subjects connected with the marketing handling 
utilization, grading, transportation, and distributing of far~ and non: 
man~ctured food products and the purchasing of farm supplies, in
cluding the demonstration and promotion of the use of uniform stand
ards of classification <Jf American farm products throughout the world, 
independently and in cooperation with other branches of the depart
ment, State agencies, purchasing and consuming organizations, and 
persons engaged in the marketing, handling, utilization, grading, trans
P_ortation, and distributing of farm and food pro.ducts, and for investiga
tiOn of the economic costs of retail marketing . o.f meat and meat 
products, $596,780. 

1\lr. KING. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator from~ 
Oregon what useful information the Agricultural Department 
is supposed to diffuse among the people of the United States 
with the appropriation of more than half a million dollars 
carried in the item just read? 

Mr. McNARY. The amendment just read provides an in· 
cre~se of $25,000, to be applied to determining new u~es for 
which cotton and cotton products migb,t be put. Is that the 
item to which reference is made? 

Mr. KING. I caught the words as they were read by the 
clerk "fo:r; the diffusion of useful information." The provision 
is found on page 54, commencing with line 3 : 

For acquiring and diffusing among the people of the United States 
useful information on subjects connected with the marketing, handling, 
utilization, grading, transportation-

And so forth~ I was just wondering in what form the 
information was furnished and how it was distributed. Five 
hundred and ninety-six thousand seven hundred and eighty 
dollars is p~oposed to be appropriated for that purpose. 

Mr. McNARY. The reports of the research work through 
l~boratory investigations, are sent out through the 'mails, in 
circulars and pamphlets, to the people of the country generally 
making inquirP,s, and are also distributed through the medium 
of Members of Congress. The money appropriated by the 
Federal Government in aid of experimental stations connected 
with the State colleges also results in the dissemination of 
useful information, as is the case with broadcasting by way of 
radio. But this particular item was increased $25,000 by the 
Senate committee at the suggestion of the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. HARRIS], to provide for the discovery, if possible, 
of new uses to which cotton might be put. The cotton industry 
is in a deplorable shape, as the Senator from Utah knows. 

1\!r. MAYFIELD. M:r. President, I have an amendment, 
which I shall offer when the committee amendments shall have 
been concluded, to amend the bill after the word "world," on 
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:line 9, amplifying . the paragraph with reference to new uses 
of cotton. 

Mr. McNARY. Continuing, Mr. President, as a result of the 
very able statement made by the Senator from Georgia anll the 
statements of other Senators, and from the study the committee 
made of the cotton depression, and th·e great prolluction of cot
ton over and above domestic needs, it was thought by the com
mittee that new uses might be found whereby the surplus of 
this year and the years to follow may be taken up and ab
sorbed. That was thought to be a highly important research 
work and the committee was so impressed by the tatements 
mad~ by the able Senators that it aqded $25,000 to the Hou~e 
appropriation~ 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from 
Utah will not oppose this amendment, because there is a great 
depression in the cotton market, a,nd the amendment o~ght to 
be adopted. The present condition of the cottan market 1s such 
that new uses for cotton ought to be found, and it seems to me 
this is the best way to go about discovering new t~ses. It was 
the unanimous opinion of the committee that this should be 
done, our northern friends taking the same view taken by the 
southern Senators. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should not have the temerity or 
audacity to oppose any appropriation b1·ought to the :floor of the 

· Senate by the Committee on Agriculture, no matter how much 
it might be increased over the appropriation which passed the 
House. I know how foolish it is to oppose any appropriation 
on any subject, at any time, either in the Hou e or in the Se~
ate. Our function here is to levy t-axes, and then spend the 
money accruing from the collection of taxes as rapidly as we 
can, and if there should be any surplus in the Treasury, to get 
tid of it at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
to me? 

Mr. KING. I yield. 
.Mr. OYERl\IA...'l. If the Senator wjll examin~ the report of 

the commitfee, he will find that Con~ess, instead of the Presi
dent, has been very economical, in that we have decreased the 
appropriations recommended by the Budget by $~,000,000. 

Mr. KING. I wish to observe that notwithstanding the dis
position of Congress to be prodigal in its expenditures it really 
sets an example of economy measured by the congenital ~xnber
ance of those who belong to the executive departments of the 
Government. We talk a great deal about the extravagance of 
Congress, ~d it is extravagance. We appropriate millions 
and hundreds of millions of dollars in my opinion unwisely 
and improvidently. But conceding all that, I think a calm 
and dispassionate review of appropriation bills during the past 
25 or 30 years, and I shall not go back further than th~t, will 
reveal the fact that · the House of Representatives and the 
Senate have appropriated less than has been recommended and 
too often demanded by the executive departments of the Gov
ernment. 

There is no limit to the rapacity, if I may use a rather 
harsh term-perhaps I should change it to the voracity-of 
executive departments and instrumentalities. .As soon as a 
department gets its feet solidly upon the ground and is in
trenched by statute, then, like the development of cells, one 
cell giving birth to another and that to another ad infinitum, 
the department gives birth to bureaus and subbureaus and 
agencies and other departmental organizations, each one of 
which must have a head, each one of which must have clerks and 
all the paraphernalia attending a big Federal executive or
ganization. 

So some of these little organizations that• started out with 
$100,000 or $200,000 appropriations, for instance, like the 
llUl'eau of .Mines or the Biological Bureau or the BuTeau of 
Soils, and many of the others that could be mentioned, will 
, oon become so powerful that they will want millions of dollars 
annually, and get what they want. .Able Senators like the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. ODDIE], who ju t addressed the 
Senate, say we ought to give them more. Instead of repressing 
them, as we should, some Senators-and I do not say this by 
way of criticism-want to give more than is provided by the 
bills reported by the committees. 

The pending bill is an exemplification of the evils of the 
paternalistic and bureaucratic system. I recall that when I 
was a Member of the House, a number of years ago, the chair
man of the Committee on Agriculture was the father of the 
able Senator from New York [Mr. W ADBWOBTH]. Approplia
tions then given to the Deparbnent of Agriculture were be
tween $3,000,000 and $4,000,000. During the war those ap
propriations were increased to approximately $50,000,000. It 
was declared then by the proponents of such measures that 
as soon as peace came we would get back to a rational basis. 

We all remember the vigorous assault which was made upon 
some of the Agricultural appropriation bills by the late Senator 
from Minnesota, Knute Nel·on, whose death we all so much 
deplore. He took up many of the items and showed their in
terference with private activities, showed that a Federal 
bureau had become a sort of godfather, and a fail·y god- . 
father it was, to men and w-omen in all parts of the United : 
States ; that men and women, particularly women, were em
ployed to go out to teach the housewives how to use butter
milk, as if the farmers and dairymen of the United States 
did not know what buttermilk was or the uses to which it 
could be put. 

The pending bill reveals a parental care that would put to 
shame the soviet or Bol hevik parentalism of Ru sia. We 
soon are to have a Federal official in a bureau or agency now 
created-and if not we will create one-for every activity 
of every individual. He will tell us when to wash our faces, 
how to clean our teeth, how to comb OUl' hair, what kind of 
clothes we should wear, how we shall determine the tempera
ture. For every conceivable and inconceivable mutation of 
life we will have the beneficial and blessed care of some func
tionary of the Government. But let the merry dance go on. I 
We a1·e on the highway to bureaucTacy. Let bureaucracy be 1 
crowned king and make the appropriations as much as may 
be desired, and then regret that they have not demanded more. · 

1\Ir. BORAH obtained the :floor. 
Mr. SMOOT. · Will the Senator from !daho yield to me for a 

moment? ' 
Mr. BORAH. I yield. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have heard it stated . o many 

times on the :floor of the Senate that an appropriation bill car
ries a less amount of money than the Budget has estimated for, 
that I feel I should make a statement. Let us take the bill 
now before the Senate. It demonstrates that the point is not 
well taken. In the item for fighting fires in the Western States, 
we cut the estimate down materially. Why? Because it was 
stated that if the fires occurred and the expense was incurred 
they could come here and get a deficiency appt·opriation. 

That happens with reference to most of the appropriation 
bills. Senators do not figure to the time when deficiency ap
propriations will have to be made, and thus ee whether tJ;le 
total appropriations, including both the deficiency and the regu
lar appropria:tions, amount to less than was estimated for by 
the :Budget. They take each individual bill as it comes i~ and 
never take into consideration the amount of appropriations 
covered in the deficiency bills. Wben the appropriations made 
in the deficiency bills are added to those made in the regular 
appropriation bills, then the claim that Congress is veory saving ' 
in appropriations falls to the ground. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The deficiency bills show the e timates 
every time. 

Mr. SMOOT. I know they show the estimates, because of 
the fact that when they we1:e estimated for in the first place, 
they were not appropriated for in full. I have not any doubt 
but what fighting forest fires will take more money by $100,000 · 
than is carried in the present bill. We deliberately cut the 
item down because we said if there should be such a thing as 
no forest fires to require the amount of money we may have 
appropriated, then we "\vill not spend that money and it will 
go back into the Treasury of the United State~. Every year 
there has been more money spent for fighting forest fires than 
we provided for, and every year there has been a deficiency 
appropriation for the purpose. 

I thank the Senator from Idaho for yielding to me. 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Idaho 

yield to me a moment? 
Mr. BORAH. Certainly. 
Mr. MoNARY. The remarks of the Senator from Utah 

amuse me greatly. He may be ashamed of the Congress 
which he serves, but I am not. I stand here and repeat 1 
that the amount of money carried in the Agricultural Depart
ment appropriation bill is under the estimate of the Director 
of the Budget. I am prepared to say further that every such 
bill, since I have been in charge of them in the la t five 
years, has carried less than the estimate of the Budget. I 
am prepared to say further that as to every estimate of the 
Bureau of the Budget included in the 10 major appropria
tion bills each year Congress has appropriated a total less 1 

than the director has estimated for. Why be ashamed of ' 
Congress? 

Mr. SMOOT. I am not ashamed of it at all. I did not 
make any such statement as the Senator suggests. 

Mr. MoNARY. The Senator is apologizing for the Con
gress and defending the Director of the Budget. 

1\fr. SMOOT. No; I am trying to state the facts as they 
~e. 
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1\fr. BORAH. Mr. President, I think I had better renew be expended for the purchase or such vehicles, and that such vehicles 

my motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of shall be used only for official service outside the District of Columbia, 
executive business. but this shall not prevent the continued use for official service of motor 

Mr. :McNARY. Mr. President, in the most good-natured trucks in the District of Columbia. 
way, I hope the Senator from Idaho will withhold his motion. The amendment was agreed to. 
I think we can complete the consideration of the bill in 30 The next amendment was, on page 72, line 18, after the word 
minutes. The eloquent junior Senator from Utah [Mr. KING] "exceed," to strike out "$25,000" and insert "$40,000," so as 
has subsided and I think will be quiet the rest of the day. to read: 

Mr. McKELLAR. There are just a few other items, and I 
hope the Senator from Idaho will let us proceed with the bill. 

Mr. BORAH. Very well; we will say until half-past 3. 
Mr. McNARY. I thank the Senator. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend

Provided further, That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to 
expend, from the funds provided for carrying out the provisions of 
the Federal highway act of November 9, 1921 (42 Stat. L. p. 212), 
not to exceed $40,000 for the purchase of motor-propelled passenger
carrying vehicles to replace such vehicles heretofore acquired and used ment is agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
was, on page 57, after line 8, to insert : 

Appropriations by ~he Secretary of Agriculture in the co~struction and maintenance of 
I nabonal forest roads or other roads constructed under his direct 

supervision which are or may become unserviceable, including the 
replacement of not to exceed two such vehicles for use in the adminis
trative work of the Bureau or Public Roads in the District of 

In all, salal'ies and general expenses, $3,682,491. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
..... The next amendment was, under the heading of " Adminis

tration of the United States warehouse act," on page 58, at 
the end of line 18, to strike out '.' $231,820 " and insert 
" $241,820," so as to make the paragraph read: 

To e-nable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the 
provisions of the United States warehouse act, including the pay
ment of such rent outside of the District of Columbia and the em
ployment of such persons and means as the Secretary of Agriculture 
may deem necessary, in the city of Washington and elsewhere, 
$241,820. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 60, at the end of line 

24, to strike out " $4,981,251 " and insert " $5,016,251" and at 
the end of line 25, to strike out " $1,864,000 " and insert 
" $1,881,600," so as to read: 

Total, Bureau of Agriculture Economics, $5,016,251, of which 
amount not to exceed $1,881,600 may be expended for personal serv
ices in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KING. Notwithstanding the comment of the Senator 
from Oregon I want to make an inquiry respecting the Center 
Market in the District of Columbia. I make the inquiry be
cause, as a member of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, many complaints have been brought to my attention 
concerning the administration of the department. A great 
many citizens feel that it should be turned over to the District 
government for administration. 

I ask the Senator whetaer his committee have given atten
tion to the subject. I do not want to engage in any debate. 
I merely want to inquire whether they have considered the 
propriety of transfening to the District the administration of 
this market. I think it should be done. I believe the Dis
trict Commissioners, knowing the situation in the District as 
they do, are better equipped to administer the market and han
dle it than a big agency of the GoYernment. If the committee 
has considered it I should be glad to know it. 

Mr. McNARY. I will state that the matter has never been 
brought to the attention of the committee; consequently there 
has been no consideration given the subject. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
'l'he reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 

was, on page 63, after line 2, to insert : 
"In all, salaries and general expenses, $517,910." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead " Experiments 

1n dairying and livestock production in western United States," 
on page 71, line 19, to strike out "$41,610 " and insert 
"$45,610," so as to make the paragraph read: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to conduct investigations and 
experiments in problems connected with the establishment of dairying 
and meat-production enterprises on the semiarid and irrigated lands of 
the western United States, including the purchase of livestock and the 
employment of necessary persons and means in the city of Washfngton 
and elsewbere, $45,610. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead " Passenger

carrying vehicles," on page 72, line 9, after the word " exceed," 
to strike out " $30,000 " and insert " $45,000," so as to read: 

Thd not to exceed $150,000 of the lump-sum appropriations herein 
made for the Department of Agriculture shall be available for the 
purchase, maintenance, repair, and operation of motor-propelled and 
horse-drawn passenger-carrying vehicles necessary in the conduct of 
the field work of the Department of Agriculture outside the District of 
Columbia : Provided, That not to exceed $4!>,000 of this amount shall 

Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Special items, 

forest roads and trails," on page 75, line 2-1, after the words 
"composed of," to strike out " $6~225,000, the remainder," and 
insert "$4,825,000, part," and on page 76, line 1, after the word 
" and," to strike out " $275,000 " and insert " $1,675,000," so as 
to read: 

For carrying out the provisions of section 23 of the Federal highway 
act approved November 9, 1921, including not to exceed $47,000 for 
departmental personal services in the District of Columbia, $6,500,000, 
which sum is composed of $4,825,000, part of the sum of $7,500,000 
authorized to be appropriated for the fiscal y(>ar 1927 by the act ap
proved February 12, 1925, and $1,675,000, part of the amount author
ized to be appropriated for the fiscal year 1928 by the act approved 
June 22, 1926. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 77, at the end of line 20, to 

change the total appropriation for the Department of Agricul
ture from $128,379,385 to $128,581,289. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. This concludes the committee 

amendments printed in the bill. 
:Mr. McNARY. In behalf of the committee I offer the amend

ment which I send to the desk. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 21, line 12, after the numerals 

" $2,061,110 " insert the following : 
: Provided, That the Department of Agriculture may upon request 

of any branch of the Federal Government perform inspections of food 
and other products and receive reimbursement of the cost of such 
inspedions, including salaries and expenses, out of appropriation avail
able therefor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McNARY. I offer in behalf of the committee the amend

ment which I send to the desk. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 41, line 6, after the word 

" mills " insert the following : 
, independently or in cooperation with inilividuals, associations, or 
corporations. 

The VICE PRESIDE~"T. Without objection the amendment 
is agreed to. 

:Mr. McNARY. I propose the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 33, in line 22, strike out the 

numerals " $754,451 " and insert in lieu thereof the following : 
$757,451: Provided, That not to exceed $3,000 of the sum appropriated 
in this paragraph shall be expended for the purchase and maintenance 
of a herd of long-horned or Spanish br.eed of cattle for the Wichita 
National Forest in Oklahoma, to the end that the present comparatively 
few living examples of this historic breed of cattle may be preserved 
from complete extinction. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. McNARY. I propose in behalf of the committee the 
amendment which I now send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 53, line 9, after the word " dis

tributed," it is proposed to insert the following: 
ENGINEERING SERVICES FOR ROADS 

Pro-r:idea further, That hereafter the Secretary of Agriculture is 
authorized, upon the request of any branch of the Federal Government, 
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to perform any engineering service in connection with the survey, 
construction, maintenance, Qr improvement of roads, payment of the 
salaries and expenses of employees so engaged and of the cost- of trans
portation, repairs, and replacement of equipment and supplies of the 
Department of Agriculture used in such work to be made by transfer of 
funds in the manner provided by section 7 of the act approved May 21, 
1920 ( 41 Stat. p. 613). 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Oregon 
make some explanation of that amendment? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, heretofore it has been the 
practice for the different departments to transfer experts from 
one to another in order to prevent the exce sive expenses of 
having two or more experts or groups of experts in the various 
departments. Recently the Comptroller General has expressed 
doubt that the law permit· such transfers. We are by this 
amendment proposing to make more liquid the use of Govern
ment expert .. 

To give a concrete case : Engineers now employed by the 
Bureau of Roads may be h·ansferred uuder this provision to 
the Department of War, to the Department of the Navy, or to 
the Department of the Interior that have 1·oads to build; so 
that those departments may not have to maintain expensive 
experts of their own but may borrow them from this depart
ment and in return simply pay for the sen;ce rendered. 

Mr. KING. And the other departments will meet the ex
penses incurred. 

Mr. McNARY. Yes, indeed. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 

is agreed to. 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I offer a further amendment, 

which I send to the desk. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment propo ed by the 

Senator from Oregon will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 77, line 3, after the numerals 

'' $1,500," it is proposed to insert the following: 
ROAD lN ARJZO:-IA 

Provided further, That allotments shall be made by the proper offi
cials having responsibility of making such allotments, for the con
struction of a road from :Maine to the Grand Canyon National Park 
in Arizona, when the construction of said road is approved by the 
State Highway Commission of Arizona. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend
ment is agreed to. That completes the committee amendments. 
The bill is still before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole and is open to amendment. 

Mr. MAYFIELD. Mr. Presi<lent, I offer the amendment 
,,~hich I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 54, line 9, after the word 
" world," it is proposed to insert : 

Including scientific and technical re earcb into American-grown 
cotton and its by-products and their present and potential uses with 
a. view to discovering new and additional commercial and scientific 
uses for cotton and its by-products. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, that amendment, as I under
stand, does not increase the appropriation carried in the bill? 

Mr. MAYFIELD. It carries no appropriation whatever. It 
simply ainplifies and elaborates the utilization of American
grown cotton and its by-products and authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of Agriculture to make an investigation with a 
view to discovering new and additional commercial uses for 
cotton and its by-products. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, in my opinion, after a care
ful reading and study of the language of the bill, it is suffi
ciently broad now to meet the suggestions made by the able 
Senator from Texas. I think this is a question of tautology, if 
I understand the reading correctly; but if it is only for the 
purpose---

Mr. MAYFIELD. I beg to differ with the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Mr. McNARY. Let me conclude, please. 
If the amendment is only for the purpose of amplification and 

does not in any wise--
1\Ir. MAYFIELD. If the Sen.ator--
Mr. McNARY. Just let me finish, please. If the amend

ment does not in any wise affect or influence the manner in 
which the appropriation shall be expended, I shall have no 
objection to it, because it would come within the rule. 

Mr. MAYFIELD. Mr. President, if the Senator from Oregon 
will carefully read the language found on page 54, from line 3 
to line 9, inclusiTe, be will observe that the language is general 
in its terms. The appropriation in this section to which I 
have offered my amen~ment is for the purpose of "acqu.irillg 

and diffusing among the people of the United States useful in
fo~~ati_?n on su~jects connected. with the marketing, handling, , 
utiltzabon, gradmg, ti·ansportation, and distributing of farm 
and nonmanufactured food products and the purchasing of farm 
supplies, including the demonstration and promotion of the use 
of uniform standards of classification of American farm prod
ucts throughout the world." 

The term " farm products " as used here is generaL 
Cotton is only one of the farm products. My amendment 

authorizes and directs the Department of Agticulture to make 
a specific investigation of this specific farm product for the 
purpose of disco'\"ering, if possible, new uses for this great 
American crop. 

It is well known, Mr. President, that the South is in a dis
tressed condition. We are receiving low prices for our cotton 
prices tlmt are under the cost of production. I am pleading fo~ 
an indush·y that is not only in great distress but one that is 
almost impoveri~hed. We want to find new uses, if possible, 
for ccJtton; and If the Department of Agriculture, by inTestiO'a
tion and experimentation can discoTer new uses for thi gr~atr 
commodity, it will have rendered a most valuable service to 
the greate t agricultural industry of our country. I trust that 
the di. tinguisbed Senator from Or,egon will not object to the 
amendment. 

Mr. JO!I.'ES of Washington. 1\Ir. President, may I suggest 
to the Senator from Texas that my recollection is that the 
increase of the amount in this amendment by the sum of $25,000 
wa adopted for the '\"ery purpose of doing under the language 
of the bill what the Senator's amenclment contemplates? 

Mr. :MAYFIELD. Mr. President, I understand that quite 
well. The increased appropriation was secured through the 
influence of the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. HARRIS]. 
I want him to have credit for getting this additional appropria
tion, for he is entitled to it. My amendment, however, makes 
the duties of the Secretary of Agriculture specific and definite 
as to cotton. I certainly trust that after that explanation there 
will be no further objection to the amendment. 

l\fr. :Uc~ARY. Mr. President, I at last have di. covered the 
intended purpose of the Senator in the language of hi' amend
ment. He is attempting to single out cotton and make it the 
recipient-- . 

Mr. MAYFIELD. Of a special investigation, because it is the 
mo t distressed product of all agricultural products in the 
country to-day. 

Mr. McNARY. It is entirely unneces ary to tell the chair
man of the committee that. 

l\Ir. MAYFIELD. I thought if I refreshed the chairman's 
memory as to the condition of the cotton farmers he would not 
ha'\"e any objection to the amendment. 

Mr. 1\Io.NARY. We do not want to disturb the language that 
is carried from year to year unless it is quite necessary, nor 
could I admit language in violation of the rule or that would. 
collide with the rule. 

It is my opinion, I ma-y reiterate, that the language of the 
bill 'is su ~ceptible of doing the very thing the Senator desil·es 
done, namely, to take care of cotton. It i. well under. tood by 
the Department of Agriculture that if the increa e in the appro
priation shall be held in the bill in conference the money will 
be expended for the purpose of finding new use for cotton. 

Mr. MAYFIELD. Then, may I ask the Senator what objec
tion be could possibly have to my amendment? 

Mr. 1\IcNARY. For the rea on that the language that has 
been agreed upon and. carried from year to year in legislative 
bills, language which bas a definite meaning and which has 
been construed by the solicitors of the department, should not 
be disturbed. It is po~sible to have a precedent in the ca. e of 
language as well as to have a. precedent by reason of decisions 
based upon statutory provi ion of law. Con equently, as the 
language of the bill is sufficiently broad, as it is understood and 
as it has been carried in bills heretofore, why disturb it? I 
am unwilling to see it disturbed so long as it does not conflict 
with some view of the Senate and it is not necessary to change 
it in order to carry into execution the purpose which I think 
is in the mind of the Department of Agriculture as it was in 
tbe mind of the Committee on Appropriations and the Com
mittee on Agriculture and Fore try. If, however, the Senator 
will say that the amendment is an amplification to meet a cer
tain situation and that, in hi judgment, it does not in any way 
run counter to the rule, I am inclined not to oppose it and. I 
am "\\-illing so far as I am concerned to have it go in the bill. 

Mr. MAYFIELD. I am glad to hear the Senator make that 
statement. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. LENROOT. 1\lr. President, if the Senators from the 
cotton States desire this amendment, as a member of the 
committee I should certainly have no objection, but I should 
like tQ suggest b~ the Senator from Texas that if this amend-
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ment shall be adopted and should remain in the bill the cotton
producing section will be deprived of a part of the appropria
tion that would otherwise go to the investigation of cotton. 
The language of the bill now is certainly broad enough to 
cover everything that is covered by thi. amendment; but if 
cotton shall be specified as a subject of special investigation 
and the purpose for which the investigation i. to be made 

• shall be thus determined, we will have taken cotton out of the 
general classification, and the only investigation that can be 
made of it must be found within the language relating to 
cotton. The amendment begins with the words-

Including scientific and technical research into American-grown cotton 
and its by-products, and their present potential uses--

If it stopped there, well and good, but it proceeds-
with a view to discovering new and additional commercial and scien
tific use for cotton and it by-products. 

In my opinion, the department could not use a dollar of the 
appropriation for cotton except with a view to discovering new 
and additional commen·ial and scientific u es for it 

l\ir. MAYFIELD. Mr. President, I did not hear the Sena
tor's remarks on account of the noise in the Senate. I regret 
that I am compelled to ask him to repeat his statement. 

Mr. LENROOT. The general rule, of course, as the Senator 
is well aware, is that if we specify a subject we take it out 
of the general class. Cotton is now included in the general 
language-there can not be any que tion about that-and the 
department intends to · use every dollar for cotton that will 
be used if this amendment shall be adopted; but if this amend
ment shall be adopted, we will have then singled out cotton, 
and the authority of the department then with reference to 
the investigation of cotton must be limited to the power con
ferred by the language relating to cotton, and that is restricted 
by the words, "with a view to discovering new and addi
tional commercial and scientific uses for cotton." Therefore, 
I do not believe the department could use a dollar except for 
that purpose, wherea now they may use it for that purpose 
or any other purpose which may come within the scope of the 
general provision. 

Mr. MAYFIELD. What other purpose could they use it 
for? Would not that include eYerything? 

l\lr. LENROOT. No. 
Mr. MAYFIELD. The words are "additional commercial 

and scientific uses." I do not know what other use cotton 
could be put to. 

Mr. LENROOT. The wotds are: 

With a view to discovering new and additional C<lmmercial and 
scientific uses. 

They undoubtedly are investigating cotton not alone for 
the purpose of discovering new commercial and scientific uses 
but of developing the present uses of cotton. I think the 
Senator will merely injure the cause he is trying to further by 
insisting upon the amendment. 

Mr. McKELLAR. l\lr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 
Mr. McKELLAR. If the amendment were changed by 

striking out the words "with a view to discovering" and in
serting the word "including," would not the amendment then 
meet the view which the Senator is now expressing? I am 
rather inclined to think that the amendment as now framed 
will limit the scope of the investigation, as the Senator from 
Wisconsin suggests. 

Mr. LENROOT. I am inclined to think that the suggestion 
of the Senator from Tenne see would obviate the criticism. 

Mr. MAYFIELD. I do not think the construction as placed 
upon my amendment by the Senator from Wisconsin is correct, 
but in order to meet his objection I accept the modification 
of the amendment as proposed by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I suggest that in line 3, the words "with 
a view to discovering " by stricken out and the word " includ
ing " be inserted. 

Mr. MAYFIELD. I accept the amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
:Mr. HARRIS. :Mr. President, I '\\ish to say that I have 

no objection to the amendment of the Senator from Texas 
after it has been amended as suggested by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] and the Senator from Tennesse~ [1\fr. 
Mc:KELLAB], but in my opinion it is useless. The amendment 
which I offered in the committee, which provided for an extra 
$25,000, is even broader than the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas. Representatives of AgricultUl'al Depart
ment were before the A:l}propriations Committee, and the com
mittee and the departmei;}t understood that the language then 
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incorporated in the bill was broad enough to cover the entire 
field. I have no objection to tl)e amendment, but as I have 
stated it is useless. The department understands what it is 
expected to do under the language as contained in the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDE~"T. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. GLASS. :Mr. Pre ddent, I send an amendment to the 

desk. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 

Senator from Virginia will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 19, in line 17, in the amendment 

of the committee it is proposed to strike out "$434,170" and 
in lieu thereof to insert "$449,170." 

Mr. W ARRE~. 1\lr. Pre ·ident, I trust that the amendment 
may be accepted. 

Mr. McNARY. I may not object. I am quite unaware, 
however, of what this amendment is all about. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to say, in regard to the amend
ment which the Senator from Virginia has offered, that the 
Senator from Virginia is a member of the Appropriations 
Committee and one of its most efficient members and should 
have been at the general meeting of the committee when he 
expected to offer hi amendment. The chairman of that com
mittee failed to notify him. Consequently, he was not present 
to offer it then. Hence, I wish unanimous consent to enable 
the chairman in charge of the bill to accept the amendment, 
notwithstanding the in-egularity of it, and hope that the Senate 
will allow the amendment to go to conference and take its 
fortune there, as all the e other late amendments will have 
to do. 

Mr. McNARY. I should like an explanation of the reason for 
the increase. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, the effect of the amendment is to 
increase by the sum of $15,000 the appropriation on line 17 of 
page 19 and for this pm·pose : 

There has recently developed a contention and a practice 
among the packing houses with re. pect to the meat of beef cattle 
whiCh are grazed in the blue-gra s districts of the United States. 
The contention is that grazing these cattle on blue g1·ass cau e 
a discoloration of the meat; and for that reason the practiee 
has been to pay a less urn for beef cattle grown on blue-grass 
ranges, with the alleged discoloration of meat, than for other 
cattle. That matter has been a subject of investigation by tile 
Department of .Agricultw·e for several years, but the investiga
tion bas not been carried to its conclusion; and I am advised 
that with this additional appropriation of $15,000 the investi
gation can be made complete, with a '\iew to determining 
whether or not there is any way to avert this discoloration of 
meat. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote whereby 
the amendment on page 19, line 17, was agreed to will be re
considered. The que tion is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Virginia to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. STEW ART. Ml'. President, I offer the amendment which 

I send to the desk. 
The VICE PRESIDEJ.'\j'"T. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 56, line 23, it is proposed to strike 

out "$1,054,355" and to insert in lieu thereof "$1,068,105." 
The VICE PRESIDE:XT. Without objection, the amendment 

is agreed to. 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, what action was taken on that 

amendment? Was any action taken on it? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It was agreed to. 
Mr. McNARY. I ask its reconsideration, because my atten

tion was diverted. 
The VICE PRESIDE~TT. Without objection, the amendment 

will be reconsidered. 
Mr. McNARY. l\Ir. President, I have full sympathy with the 

purpose of this amendment. The idea of it is to extend the 
market-news service from Omaha, Nebr., or Ames, Iowa, to 
Sioux City, Iowa, by the use of a leased wire, which is called 
the complete service. 

The committee considered this matter very carefully. The 
committee also considered another am('ndment, offered by the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. GooDING], to give the same leased
wire senice from Salt Lake City to Boise, Idaho. The com
mittee took up this matter with the Department of Agricul
ture and recommended that the department make a complete 
national survey of the extension of this leased-wire s~n-ice to 
all important market centers in the United States and report 
to the committee at the end of the fiscal year. Therefore we 
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found it not prudent at this time to select various com
munities and give them this C'omplete service, unless we C'ould 
extend the service throughout the country. 

There were members of the committee wlw wanted the 
service extended into their country. They now recei\e a 
partial service .. It was thought best, however, to treat the 
matter in a state~manlike way and attempt to make this 
service as complete as pos ib1e and as ample as it can be 
reasonably made by means of a leased wire. Consequently, the 
committee turned down all the amendments that had been 
offered to extend this leased-wire service through the country. 

Having been instructed. as chairman of the subcommittee, to 
oppoHe any further lerulation of this kind, in view of the 

~ committee's attitude I shall have to oppose this item by 
invoking the rule. It is not estimated for by the Director of 
the Budget ; it has not been reported by a standing or select 
committee ; and it increases an appropriation. 

Mr. STEW ART. l\Ir. Pre ident, I hope the Senator will 
not invoke the rule in this case, because our request is based 
upon an entirely different ground than that of any other re
quest for this market news service, for two reasons: First, 
because the Senate pas ed this matter last year. The Senate 
has already approved it. The Senate passed it last year, and 
it was lost in conference. Secondly, because we do not stand 
in the need of a survey. The Department of Agriculture, 
through the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, requested this 
increase and included it in its preliminary estimate. Why? 
Because Sioux City is the fourth livestock market of the 
world. Bow can the Bureau of Agricultural Economics give 
a complete market news service with the fourth largest 
livestock market of the world left out of it? 

The idea of this service is not merely to disseminate some-
. thing over somebody's broadcasting station; the idea of it is to 
reach the primary markets of the country, gather the informa
tion, di tribute that information to the other primary markets 
and to the world, and to give to this market the news of the 
other primary markets. 

Mr. President, as I said, I hope the Senator from Oregon will 
not invoke the rule, because our request stands upon an entirely 
different basis. The Senate llas once approved it, and the de
partment has requested it. 

l\Ir. l\IcNARY. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa has 
made a very vigorous and intelligent fight for this amendment; 
nnd his constituency should feel that he has done all that he 
could, both before the committee and on the fioor of the Senate. 
I regret exceedingly to have to invoke the rule, but I must be 
persistent when my course is laid out before me. 

Mr. SW Al~SON. l\Ir. President--
1\Ir. 1\IcNARY. Just a moment, and I will yield. 
It is a debatable proposition whether Sioux City is the most 

important place to which the service should go. I recall, when 
the matter was before the committee, that one of the members 
of the committee urged that llis section of the country, which 
did not receive any service whatsoever, should first be given a 
partial service; that 90 miles away from this point is Omaha, 
Nebr., and 60 mile away is Ames, Iowa, where the State col
lege i located, and it is the only agricultural college in all the 
States that is receiving this service, and it was thought that 
Iowa was pretty well taken care of. 

l\Ir. President, I am not going into the argument of compari
sons. They never satisfy anyone, and sometimes wounds are 
left. I must repeat, however, that in view of the situation, 
where we have a lea:sed wire going into some sections of the 
country, most of which have no service whatsoever, it is a fair 
and intelligent course to pursue, in my opinion, for the Depart
ment of Agriculture to determine how they can make this 
service national in its character; and it is the duty of the Con
gress to appropriate the money so that every city, whether it be 
in Iowa, in Washington, in Arizona, in ~lorida, or in Maine, 
should be served. 

For that reason, after thorough investigation and complete 
and exhaustive study of this probleiQ, I must insist upon the 
invocation of the rule. 

The YICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken. 
1\fr. STEW ART. 1\Ir. President, I offer the amendment which 

I send to the desk. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 56, at the end of line 23, it is 

proposed to strike out the period, insert a colon in lieu thereof 
and add the following: ' 

Pro'r:ided, That with said funds herein appropriated full leased-wire 
service shall be established and maintained at Sioux City, Iowa, in 
accordance with the preliminary estimates of the Department or 
Agriculture. 

1\Ir. McNARY. I make the same objection to this amend
ment that I made to the other amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken. 
Mr. STE"\V ART. Mr. President, speaking to the point of 

order, I do not think the point is well taken. A parliamentary 
inquiry: Under what rule is the point of order made? 

l\Ir. LENROOT. That it is legislation. 
Mr. McNARY. Yes, certainly-that it is legislation on an 

appropriation bill. The objection is made under Rule IX. 
l\Ir. STEW ART. lUr. President, the department now has a 

$10-a-month wire into Sioux City, which is already included in 
the departmental estimates. It is not something new; it is 
merely providing that full service shall be given there. 

The YICEl PRESIDE~T. If it requires the passage of a 
new law, it was unlawful before. 

Mr. STEWART. No, 1\Ir. President; it only increases the 
service which was already there from a picayunish service that 
amounts to nothing to the kind of service that the department 
itself asks for. 

The YICE PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that it is new 
legislation, and that the point of order is well taken. 

l\Ir. REED of Pennsylvania. 1\Ir. President, I am about to 
offer an amendment, very small in amount, which I want to say 
frankly -is open to a point of order from nearly every stand
point; but I am going to appeal to the Senator from Oregon, 
because of the peculiar conditions of the case, to allow the 
amendment to go in the bill and go to conference. 

The fncts are these: 
i'here is a very extensive mushroom industry in Chester and 

Delaware Cotmties, Pa. Tllose two counties constitute the 
eighth congressional district, and that district i repre. ented by 
Congressman THOMAS S. BUTLER, the distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House. Every Sen
ator knows why he has been busy, and bow busy he has been. 
on the matter of new cruiser construction. Be came to me this 
morning with this suggested amendment, which, he says, is 
entirely satisfactory to the department and to the Committee 
on Agriculture in the Bouse of Representatives, and stated that 
the committee had told him that if he had submitted the amend
ment to them it undoubtedly would have been included in the 
bill. 

The amendment authorizes an increase of $3.000 in the 
$108,440 which i-s appropriated on page 23 for tlle study of -
plant diseases. These mushroom constituents of 1\lr. BuTLER 
have had great trouble and very serious loss from a disease, 
which is not understood, which causes spots on the surface of 
their product. I am told by him that the probable conferee" on 
the part of the Bouse have already expressed their readiness 
to accept this item and their conviction that it is proprr and 
ought to be granted. In behalf of Mr. BUTLER, and with some 
recognition of the public service he has been rendering, I want 
to appeal to the Senator from Oregon not to make the point of 
order which I confes can be made. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania whether there is any protective duty on thi~ 
mushroom industry? 

l\Ir. REED of Pennsylvania. No, 1\Ir. President; thet·e is not. 
Ur. BRUCE. There usually is. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment offered by the 

Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 23, line 16, it is proposed to 

strike out "$108,440" and insert "$111,440." 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection. the amendment 

is agreed to. 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that I 

can not yield to the plea of my friend from Pennsylvania. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 

is reconsidered. 
l\Ir. REED of Pennsylvania. Ur. President, I mu t object to 

the reconsideration. The amendment has already been 
agreed to. 

Mr. McNARY. l\Ir. President, I do not so understand. I 
was demanding recognition ; and a practice of that kind would 
lead to no good results anyhow. As chairman of the subcom
mittee, I ask, if the amendment has been agreed to-and I 
can not believe that it has-that the action be reconsidered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. All in favor of reconsidering the 
amendment will say "aye." [A pause.] Those opposed will 
say "no." [A pause.] The ayes have it, and the amend
ment is reconsidered. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, may I appeal to · 
the Senator from Oregon further? Just recently, within the last 
10 minutes, he has accepted an amendment offered by · the 
Senator f-rom Virginia [Mr. GLAss], which all of us knew was 
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open to the point of order ; and it was accepted on the ground 
that the engagements of the Senator from Virginia made it 
impossible for him to attend the committee meeting. -

1\fr. GLASS. Oh, no, Mr. President; my engagements never 
prevent me from attending committee m·eetings. I had no notice 
that there was to be a committee meeting. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia is 
right. The truth of the matter is that the chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee [Mr. W ARBEN] neglected to notify 
the Senator from Virginia of the general meeting of the com
mittee, as he should have done. Hence I appealed for the 
acceptance of the amendment on that account. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The appeal was successful, 
because the Senator recognized that it was his fault, then, 
that the Senator from Virginia had not come to the committee 
meeting, although the amendment was obviously subject to 
the point of order. This amendment, which was equally sub
ject to the point of order, comes with an even better excuse, 
in that Mr. BUTLER's engagements have, frankly, kept him 
from attending the committee meetings in the House, and I 
think it is only a decent recognition of his situation that we 
should allow this amendment to go in. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I would like to join in 
the appeal to the chairman of the committee--

Yr. McNARY. I think I have the floor. 
Mr .. McKELLAR. That this· be allowed. I hope the Senator 

will not make th.e point of order. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, it may be that a mushroom 

farm up in Pennsylvania could be used to advantage after the 
4th of next March. There will be quite a flock of Republican 
"lame ducks" around here to take care of at that time, and I 
suggest that we put them to work on this mushroom farm up 
in Pennsylvania. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, one's position is difficult in 
a matter of this kind. I realized, when the chairman of the 
committee, the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. W ABREN], asked 
as a personal privilege that the amendment of the Senator 
from Virginia be included in the bill, that it was establishing 
a bad precedent, and I regretted exceedingly to feel compelled 
to agree to it, and I agreed only as a matter of courtesy to · 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. Had I 
expressed my own wish, I would have objected to it, because 
I am not going to play any favorites with regard to this bill, 
or any other bill of which I am in charge. 

As to the item under question, it is clearly without the rule. 
A great amount of money is provided for a study of the kind 
referred to. I think the Senator will have no difficulty, and 
Mr. BUTLER will have no difficulty, if an appeal is made to 
the department to make this particular study. 

I will say that if the item is sent before the Committee on 
Agriculture as a special bill I shall personally see that an 
early and favorable report is made thereon. But I could not 
at this hour, and under these circumstances, open the flood
gates to amendments which I am sure could not be kept in the 
bill in conference. Consequently, I feel it to be my duty to 
invoke the rule. 

Mr. REED of Pennsyl\ania. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. McNARY. I yield. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I want to appeal to the chair

man of the Committee on Approprtations, who himself realizes 
the burden under which Mr. BuTLER has been working, to 
make the same request in his case, because the Senator knows 
that it is just, as was the request made by the Senator from 
Virginia. No one who has the military defen e of the country 
at heart can blame Mr. BUTLE& for failing to get his amend
ment in in the House. 

l\Ir. WARREN. 1\Ir. President, the Senator from Pennsyl
vania is noted for his taking ways and his eloquence. If he will 
b1ing the matter to me when I have charge of some bill coming 
before us later, and will bring it to me in the proper form, 
which he will have time to do, I shall be very glad to sustain 
his position. I am rather embarrassed, of course, under the 
circumstances, because I am anxious, as I believe the entire 
Senate is, that we get along early with supply bills so _we may 
not have to have an extra session for matters of this nature 
alone. Hence we undertook during the recess to put forward 
llO far as we could all matter with relation to appropriation 
bills. As the result of our action, for the first time in my 
experience in the Senate, and for the first time in history, so 
far as I know, some of the annual appropriation bills have been 
gotten thi·ough before the Christmas vacation. 

The chairman of the subcom~ttee takes the proper position 
tba t we can not go beyond a certain line.; and it is hardly 
'nthin my power, and certainly not within my desire, to inter-

fere. But I would be very glad to help out in this matter 
when the next deficiency bill comes before us-and that prob
ably will be within the next week or so-and if the Senator 
from Pennsylvania will take that matter up in the proper way, 
I shall be very glad to assist him. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, it does seem to me that 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate is taking a very 
dictatorial authority when it refuses to consider a matter which 
is right and which ought to be considered. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, if the Senator will excuse 
me, fhe chairman of the committee has to take this po. ition 
because so many matters are presented which are absolutely 
wrong on their face; he has to take a stand somewhere. 

Furthermore, the rules of the Senate provide that if the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, or chairman of 
a subcommittee, brings a bill before the Senate containing a 
single item obnoxious to the rules of the Senate, and the 
matter is objected to, and the objection is ustained by the 
Chair, the whole bill must go back to the committee. Hence 
the care with which we 1iave to handle the e matters. In con
nection with almost every bill we have reported, matters ha\e 
come up at a late hour, some of them offered by the Senator 
in charge of the bill, for which unanimous consent iS requested, 
as has been done in this case, which belated matters might have 
been accepted if brought before the committee in the proper 
time and way. But in order to get these bills through in an 
orderly way there are times when the chairman of the com
mittee or the chairman of a subcommittee must seem to be arbi
trary to those who are not members of the committee and are, 
therefore, unacquainted with the studies the committee has 
given to all the subjects of appropriations. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I was referring to the posi
tion assumed by the Committee on Appropriations. All the 
appropriations made by Congress must go through that com
mittee. They have charge of all the appropriations of money, 
and the rest of the committees simply recommend authoriza
tions. Unless a standing committee moves that a matter shall 
be offered as· an amendment, a point of order can be made 
by a member of the Committee on Appropriations if it is offered 
on the floor. They ha\e .il great ail.d vast power given them 
under the Budget system. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. I 
thought I had the floor. 

Mr. SWANSON. No; I wish to be recognized. The Senator 
yielded. Why ·does the Senator object when I am stating a 
proposition on which I want to appeal to the Senator? 

Mr. McNARY. I did not yield· for a long speech. 
Mr. SWANSON. This is not a long speech. The Senator 

will make more progress by letting me conclude than by ma'ring 
me reiterate what I previously stated. 

Mr. McNARY. I want to dispose of this item. 
Mr. SWANSON. I want to appeal to the Senator's con

science. If the Senator has no conscience or fairness, I wUl 
clo e the appeal · 

Mr. McNARY. I am anxious to get ~o the consideration of 
the treaty with Turkey, and I want to get through with this 
question, which the Senator from Virginia is not anxious to do. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, this is a remarkable situa
tion. The Senator from Pennsylvania has convinced both the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and the Senator 
in charge of the bill that this is righteous legislation. They 
promise him that in the great future they will try to get it 
through ; but when a man has proven his case, then to invoke 
the autocratic authority of the Appropriations Committee to 
destroy the amendment seems to me to be wrong. 

Heretofore when the chairman of a committee having charge 
of a bill was convinced that an amendment was right, he would 
take it to conference for consideration. One had an oppor
tunity to present to this autocrat a claim for consideration 
on behalf of his constituents. But now they have become more 
autocratic, more dictatorial, and, while they admit the right
eousness of your cause, they will not even consider it, but 
invoke the rule. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, a man with courage stands 
here and invokes the rule in the face of opposition. A man 
who wants to trade and work in the dark goes to conference. 

Mr. SWANSON. A man ought to be controlled by what is 
right. If he thinks a certain amendment is righteous legisla
lation, he ought to take it to conference. Do what is right. 

Mr. McNARY. I think that ought to appeal to the Senator 
from Virginia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken. 
lli. HOWELL. Mr. President, I offer an amendment which 

I send to the desk. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amend-

ment. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. . On page 29, line 21, to strike out 
"$115,000" and insert in lieu thereof "$117.300." 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, the amount estima~ed for by 
the Bureau of the Budget was $117,300, but the amount in the 
bill is $115,000. The $2,300 was proposed by the Bureau of 
the Budget for the purpose of developing strains of artichokes, 
which it is hoped will serve as a source for sugar. As the 
amendment is not subject to a point of order, I urge its 
adoption. 

Mr. McNARY. l\1r. President, I suspect the cause is a 
worthy one; and I would like to see sugar extracted · from 
artichokes, as we are short of ugar in the country. I am not 
sure, though, of the parliamentary status of this proposed 
amendment. The Senator from Nebraska says it has the sanc
tion of the Bureau and Director of the Budget. If so, would 
that give it a parliamentary status which would entitle it to be 
attached to this bill? 

:Mr. HOWELL. I think there is no question as to its par
liamentary status. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in order under the pro
visions of Rule XVI. It is " proposed in pursuance of an 
estimate submitted in accordance with law." 

l\1r. McNARY. I want to invoke the rule unless it comes 
within the statement made by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was estimated for and pro
posed by the Budget. 

Mr. McNARY. Then it has a status. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It has a parliamentary status. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Afr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I · offer an amendment, which 

does not provide for any appropriation, but would ~ake avail
able the $25,000 appropriated for discovering additional uses 
for cotton. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amend-
ment. · 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 54, line 15, after the words 
"meat products," add the following: 

Not exceeding $25,000 for cotton utilization, to be made immediately 
available. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection--
Mr. LE~OOT. Mr. President, may I submit to the Chair 

that when an amendment is offered of this character it should 
not be stated that the amendment is agreed to "without objec
tion," because presumably the committee has not favored it. 
I submit that the question should be put on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. McNARY. I am trying to follow the text of the bill, and 
absorb, as best I can, the ideas of the Senator's amendnient. I 
am not sure now what it means. Does the Senator mean to 
make immediately available the amount of money recommended 
to be appropriated by the Senate committee? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; not exceeding that amount, to be made 
immediately available. We have 6,000,000 bales of surplus 
cotton, and we are trying to find additional uses for it. 

Mr. McNARY. I do not see how I could a'\"oid invoking the 
rule. I think the amendment comes clearly within the rule. 
It was not considered by the committee. The money was not 
to be made available until the beginning of the fiscal year 
1928. It might be taken care of in a deficiency bill, of course, 
but we are trying to treat all amendments in the same way. 
I shall have to invoke the rule. 

Mr. GOODING. Ur. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator who has this bill in charge what hope there is for 
su<:h States as Idaho which are without the leased-wire service 
giving market news and reports for receiving an extension of 
the leased wire from Salt Lake City to Boise for another year. 

I appeared before the committee and asked for an appro
priation of $10,716 so that the people of Idaho would receive 
these reports this year, but the committee refused, as the 
chairman knows, to extend the leased wire from Salt Lake 
City to Boise. Idaho is without any market news service that 
is at all efficient, yet I understand the Government is spending 
anually something like $1,050,000 in different parts of the 
country for disseminating market news and reports. Some 
States have two or three stations where this news is dissemi
nated. Idaho is a mighty factor in the producion of all agri
cultural crops, yet thls service is denied to my State. I should 
like to be able to hold out some encouragement to my people 
and I am asking the Senator what the hope is for an appro
priation to take care of the people of Idaho for another year. 

l\Ir. 1\IcNARY. I may state to the distinguished Senator 
from Idaho that the case is hopeless. I stated a little while 
ago in connection with a very strong appeal--

Mr. GOODING. I am asking with reference to another year, 
not this year. 

Mr. McNARY. That lies in the laps of the prophets. I am 
hopeful that the Department of Agriculture will give us a 
figure which will justify the committee in extending this 
splendid service throughout the country, and if it is extended 
throughout the country that would, of course, include Idaho. 
I can not even anticipate what action the department will take. 
I can extend this hope to the Senator from Idaho, however, that 
some time in the future the service will come to Boise as 
quickly as to any other city in the West. 

l\1r. GOODING. That is not very much encouragement. It 
is rather indefinite. It seems to me if the service is going 
to be meted out to a pai't of the American people it ought to 
be given to all. My State is without it. I undertsand the 
great Northwest is without it entirely. I bad hoped that the 
Senator in charge of the bill might offer some encouragement 
to the people of my State for another year. 

1\Ir. 1\fcNARY. I said that I hoped something would be 
done for the people of Idaho in connection with the leased wire 
next year, lmt I can not go further than expressing the hope. 

Mr. BLEASE. 1\Ir. President, I offer the amendment, which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE :PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 8, after line 6, add the following : 
Fifty thousand dollars to the Clemson Agricultural College of South 

Carolina and $50,000 to the Colored Agricultural College of South 
Carolina, !ocated at Orangeburg, S. C. 

1\fr. BLEASE. :Mr. President, a few days ago the Senate 
passed a bill contributing a good deal more than $1.00,000 to 
manufacture some lawyers here in the city of Washington, 
clearly in violation of the Constitution of the United States. 
The bill was OQjected to, but the objection was promptly over
ruled and the bill was passed. I am now asking the Senate to 
be as kind to the white boys as well as the colored boys and 
girls of South Carolina under the amendment which I have 
proposed and to give them the small sum of $100,000 to help 
them become agriculturists and domestic scientists. 

Mr. McNARY. No e timate bas been made by the Director 
of the Budget. Consequently I invoke the rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken. 
The bill is still as in Committee of the Whole and open to 
amendment. If there are no further amendments to be offered, 
the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The }Jill was read the third time and passed. 
l\Ir. 1\fcNARY. I ask unanimous consent that the clerks be 

authorized to correct any totals which may be in error. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or

dered. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 

1\Ir. BORAH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate (at 
5 o'dock and 3 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, January 5, 1927, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the Senate Janum"1J 4, 1921 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY 

Lieut. Ric:hard S. Bulger to be a lieutenant commander in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1926. 

Lieut. Gerald F. Bogan to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 6th day of September, 1926. 

Lieut. Frank E. Beatty, jr., to l>e a lieutenant commander in 
th'e Navy from the 16th day of October, 1926. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lloyd A. Dillon to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 4th day of June, 1926. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Dew ·w. Eberle to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 5th day of June, 1926. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Stuart H. Ingersoll to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1026. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edgar W. Hampson to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 16th day of July, 1926. 

Lieut (Junior Grade) Burns MacDonald, jr., to be a lieutenant 
in th'e Navy from the 17th day of August, 1926. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Joseph B. Seletski to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 1st day of September, 1926. 
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.. Lieut. (Junior Grade) William A. Gorry fo be a lieutenant 

in the Navy from the 6th day of September, 1926. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) John W. Harris to be a lieutenant in 

the Navy from the 21st day of September, 1926. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Francis X. Mcinerney to b'e a lieuten

ant in the Navy from tbe 3d day of October, 1926. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) William G. Eaton to be a lieutenant in 

the Navy from the 5th day of October, 1926. 
Ensign Calvin H. Mann to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 

the Navy from the 8th day of J nne, 1926. 
Medical Inspector Robert E. Hoyt to be a medical director 

in the Navy, with the rank of captain, from the 28th day. of 
December, 1921. 

Medical Inspector Edgar L. Woods to be a medical director 
in the Navy, with the rank of captain, from the 1st day of 
July, 1926. 
· Medical Inspector James P. Haynes to be a medical direc
tor in the Navy, with the rank of captain, from the 1st day 
of September, 1926. 

Surg. Walter A. Bloedorn to be a medical inspector in the 
Navy, with the rank of commander, from the 15th day of 
May, 1925. 

The following-named surgeons to be medical inspectors in 
the Navy, with the rank of commander, from the 28th day of 
August, 1926: 

John J. O'Malley. 
Luther Sheldon, jr. 
Stanley D. Hart 

Richard H. Laning. 
Robert G. Davis. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Benton V. D. Scott to be a sm·geon in t~ 
Navy, with the rank of lieutenant commander, from the. 1st 
day of July, 1926. 

Passed Asst. Dental Surg. Arthur H. Yando. to be a dental 
surgeon in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant commander, 
from the 4th day of June, 1926. 

Paymaster Raymond E. Corcoran to be a pay inspector in 
the Navy, with the rank of commander, from the 31st day of 
December, 1921. • · 

Acting Chaplain Albert E. Stone to be a chaplain in the 
Navy, with the rank of lieutenant commander, from the 12th 
day of June, 1926. 

Ensign John R. Perry to be an assistant civil engineer in 
the Navy, with the rank of ensign, from the 8th· day of June, 
1923. 

Carpenter Arthur F. Whittier to be a chief carpenter in the 
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 3d day of 
April, 1926. 

Carpenter Charles S. Kimbrough to be a chief carpenter in 
the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 20th day 
of July, 1925. 

Pay Inspector Henry deF. :Mel to be a pay director in the 
Navy, with the rank of captain, from the 3d day of June, 
1922. 

POSTMASTERS 

ALABAMA 

Harry C. Peterson to be postmaster at Robertsdale, Ala., in 
place of C. D. Kirtley, removed. 

Albert N. Holland to be postmaster at Scottsboro, Ala., in 
place of A. N. Holland. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 9, 1927. 

Ed. P. Johnson to be postmaster at Samson, Ala., in place 
of E. P. Johnson. Incumbent's commission expires January 
9, 1927. 

.Marion F. Boatwright to be postmaster at Ashville, Ala., in 
place of l\1. F. Boatwright. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 9, 1927. 

ALASKA 

Zeph T. Halferty to be postmaster at Kodiak, Alaska. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1926. 

AIUZONA 

Edward J. Huxtable to be postmaster at Douglas, Ariz., 
in place of C. A. Overlock, deceased. 

Warren F. Day to be postmaster at Prescott, Ariz., in place 
of W. F. Day. Incumbent's commission expired January 4, 
1927. 

CALIFORNIA 

George H. Gischel to be postmaster at Tracy, Calif., in place 
of G. H. Gischel. Incumbent's .commission expired January 
4, 1927. • 

Harlan J. Woodward to be postmaster at Ramona, Calif., 
in place of H. J. Woodward. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 11, 1927. 

Fred W. McCullah to be postmaster at· Long Beach, Calif., 
in place of F. W. McCullah. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 13, 1927. 

Frank L. Powell to be postmaster at Lemoore, Calif., in 
place of F. L. ·powell. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 3, 1927. 

George B. Tantau to be postmaster at Exeter, Calif., in place 
of G. B. Tantau. Incumbent's commission expired January 
3, 1927. 

George F. Bartley to be postmaster at Escondido, Calif., in 
place of G. F. Bartley. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 4, 1927. 

Margaret G. Robinson to be postmaster at Do~ris, Calif., in 
place of l\1. G. Robinson. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 9, 1926. 

COLORADO 

Henry J. Stahl to be postmaster at Central City, ColQ., in 
place of H. J. Stahl. Incumbent's commission expires January 
12, 1927. 

CONNECTICUT 

Weeden F. Sheldon to be postmaster at Moosup, Conn., in 
place of W. F. Sheldon. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 12, 1927. 

Alfred C. Ward to be postmaster at Middletown, Conn., in 
place of A. C. Ward. Incumbent's commission expires January 
13, 1927. 

FLORIDA 

Charles W. Stewart to be postmaster at Naples, Fla. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1926. 

Zoel Hodge to be postmaster at Dowling Park, Fla. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1926. 

Thomas H. Milton to be postmaster at Trenton, Fla., in place 
of T. H. Milton: Incumbent's commission expired December 
8, 1926. 

GEORGIA 

George H. Broome to be postmaster at Pavo, Ga., in place 
of G. H. Broome. Incumbent's commission expired December 
20, 1926. 

Marcus G. Keown to be postmaster at Mount Berry, Ga., in 
place of l\1. G. Keown. Incumbenes commission expired April 
17, 1926. . 
- Louise F. Hays to be postmaster at Montezuma, Ga., in place 
of L. F. Hays. Incumbent's commission expires January 5, 
1927. 

IDAHO 

Louis W. Thrailkill to be postmaster at Boise, Idaho, in place 
of L. W. Thrailkill. Incumbent's commission expires January 
9, 1927. 

ILLINOIS 

Robert H. Christen to be postmaster at Pecatonica, Ill., in 
place of R. H. Christen. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 10, 1927. · 

Hem·y E. Farnam to be postmaster at Pawnee, Ill., in place 
of G. H. Abshire. Incumbent's commission expired November 
9, 1925. 

Henry W. Schwartz to be postmaster at Dupo, Ill., in place of 
H. W. Schwartz. Incumbent's commission expires January 13, 
1927. 

Orville L. Davis to be postmaster at Champaign, ill., in place 
of 0. L. Davis. Incumbent's commission expires January 10, 
1927. 

Jesse E. Miller to be postmast~r at Cairo, TIL, in place of 
J. E. Miller. Incumbent's commission exp:red January 3, 1927. 

INDIANA 

David E. Purviance to be postmaster at Wabash, Ind., in 
place of D. E. Purviance. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 9", 1927. 

Lee Herr to be postmaster at Tell City, Ind., in place of Lee 
Herr. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 1926. 

Bert C. Lind to be postmaster at Sandborn, Ind., in place of ' 
B. C. Lind. Incumbent's commission expired December 11, 
1924. 

Thomas J. Jackson to be postmaster at New Albany, Ind., iii 
place ofT. J, Jackson. Incumbent's commission expires Janu-
ary 9, 1927. . 

Earl L. Rhodes to be postmaster at Milltown, Ind., in place 
of E. L. Rhodes. Incumbent's commission expired January 24. 
1926. . 

Charlie W. Elliott to be postmaster at Middlebury, Ind., in 
place of C. W. Elliott. Incumbent's commission expired Janu-
ary 4, 1927. . 

Arthur E. Dill to be postmaster at Fort Branch, Ind., m 
place of A. E. Dill. Incumbent's commission expires January 9, 
1927. 

Wade Denney to be postmaster at Farmersburg, Ind., in place 
of Wade Denney. Incumbent's commission expired Decembe~ 
28, 1926. 
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IOWA 

Baty K. Bradfield to be postmaster at Spirit Lake, Iowa, in 
place of B. K. Bradfield. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 15, 1927. 

Willis G. Smith to be postmaster at Rock Rapids, Iowa, in 
place of W. G. Smith. Incumbent's commission expires Janu
ary 15, 1927. 

Elsie A. Haskell to be postmaster at Luverne, Iowa, in place 
of E. A. Haskell. Incumbent's commission expires January 10. 
1927. . 

Jacob E. Rogers to be postmaster at Lenox, Iowa, in place of 
J. E. Rogers. Incumbent's commission expires January 10, 
1927. 

WUliam C. Howell to be postmaster at Keokuk, Iowa, in 
place of W. C. Howell. Incumbent's commission expires Janu
ary 15, 1927. 

Charles A. Frisbee to be postmaster at Garner, Iowa, in place 
of C. A. Frisbee. Incumbent's commission expires January 10, 
1927. 

Dennis L. 1\IcDonnell to be postmaster at Bernard. Iowa, in 
place of D. L. 1\IcDonnell. Incumbent's commission expired De
cember 28, 1926. 

KANSAS 

David W. Naill to be postmaster at Herington, Kans., in 
place of D. W. Naill. Incumbent's commission expires Janu
ary 14, 1927. 

KENTUCKY 

Jesse W. Sanders to be postmaster at Lancaster, Ky., in place 
of 0. R. Carpenter, deceased. 

Ben J. Williams to be postmaster at Kenvir, Ky. Office be
came presidential July 1, 1926. 

James R. Rash to be postmaster at Henderson, Ky., in place 
of W. G. Turpin, deceased. 

Jesse T. Bryant to be postmaster at Hardyville, Ky., in place 
of E. F. Stuart, removed. 

LOUISIANA 

Edward J. Sowar to be postmaster at Norwood, La., in place 
of E. J. Sowar. Incumbent's commission expired June 12, 1926. 

Howard G. Allen to be postmaster at Dubach, La., in place ol 
H. G. Allen. Incumbent's commission expired January 3, 1927. 

MAINE 

Harry 1\L Robinson to be postmaster at Warren, Me., in place 
of H. M. Robinson. Incumbent's commission expired January 
4, 1027. 

Jessie E. Nottage to be postmaster at Solon, Me., in place of 
J. E. Nottage. Incumbent's commission expired January 4, 1927. 

MARYLAND 

Howard J. Fehl to be postmaster at Smithsburg, Md., in place 
of H. J. Fehl. Incumbent's commission expired January 4, 1927. 

James P. Keating to be postmaster at Centerville, Md., in 
place of L. T. Hayden. Incumbent's commission expired Febru
ary 21, 1926. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

1\Ierton Z. Woodward to be postmaster at Shelburne Falls, 
1\Iass., in place of l\1. Z. Woodward. Incumbent's commission 
expires January 5, 1927. 

William Stockwell to be postmaster at Maynard, Mass., in 
place of William Stockwell. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 5, 1927. 

John B. Rose to be postmaster at Chester, Mass., in place of 
J. B. Rose. Incumbent's commission expires January 5, 1927. 

MICHIGAN 

Andrew Bram to be postmaster at Hancock, Mich., in place of 
Andrew Bram. Incumbent's commission expires January 12 
1927. t 

Bert A. Dickerson to be posqnaster at Constantine, Mich., in 
place of B. A. Dickerson. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 9, 1927. 

George W. Weaver to be postmaster at Charlevoix, Mich., in 
place of G. W. Weaver. Incumbent's commission expired Jan
uary 4, 1927. 
. Adam B. Greenawalt to be postmaster at Cassopolis, Mich., 
rn place of A. B. Greenawalt: Incumbent's commission expired 
January 4, 1927. 

Harry B. McCain to be postmaster at Alpena, Mich., in place 
of H. B. McCain. Incumbent's commission expires January 
1d, 1927. 

James W. Featherston to be postmaster at Staples, Minn., in 
place of J. W. Featherston. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 15, 1927. 
. Henry M. Burtness to be postmaster at Spring Grove, Minn., 
rn place of H. 1\I. Burtness. Incumbent's commission expired 
May 18, 1926. 

Will G. Mack to be postmaster at Plainview, Minn., in place 
of W. G. Mack. Incumbent's commission expired December 
16, 1926. 

:Walt~r Peltoniemi to be postmaster at New York 1\Iills, 
Mrnn., rn place of Walter Peltoniemi. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 20, 1925. 

Charles F. Wolfe to be postmaster at Kellogg, Minn., in place 
of C. F. Wolfe. Incumbent's commission expires Januaryl 15 
1927. t 

Fred G. Fratzke to be postmaster at Janesville, Minn., in 
place of F. G. Fratzke. Incumbent's commission expires Jan
uary 9, 1927. 

Odin D. Krogen to be postmaster at Fountain, Minn., in place 
of 0. D. Krogen. Incumbent's commission expired December 
21, 1926. 

Anthony C. Klee to be postmaster at Aitkin, 1\Iinn., in place 
of A. L. Hamilton. Incumbent's commission expired June 5 
1926. ' 

MISSOURI 

Melvin J~ K-elley to be postmaster at Annapolis, Mo. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1926. 

William H. Roster to be postmaster at St. James, Mo., in 
place of W. H. Roster. Incumbent's comm.ission expired De
cember 4, 1926. 

Elvin L. Renno to be postmaster at St. Charles, Mo., in place 
of E. L. Renno. Incumbent's commission expired December 8t 
1926. 

Frank A. Stiles to be postmaster at Rockport, 1\lo., in place 
of F. A. Stiles. Incumbent's commission expires January 5 
1927. ' 

Charles A. Bryant to be pbstmaster at Richland, Mo., in place 
of C. A. Bryant. Incumbent's commission expired December 
22, 1926. 

Fred Mitchell to be postmaster at Purdy, Mo., in place of 
Fred Mitchell. Incumbent's commission expired December 22 
1925. ' 

Theron H. Watters to be postmaster at Marshfield, Mo., in 
place of T. H. Watters. Incumbent's commission expired De
cember 4, 1926. 

William E. Hodgin to be postmaster at Maitland, Mo., in 
place of W. E. Hodgin. Incumbent's commission expires Janu
ary 5, 1927. 

Loyd R. Kirtley to be postmaster at Madison, Mo., in place of 
L. R. Kirtley. Incumbent's commission expired December 4, 
1926. 

Henry 0. Abbott to be postmaster at Lebanon, 1\Io., in place of 
H. 0. Abbott. Incumbent's commission expires January 15, 
1927. 

William S. Tabler to be postmaster at Jasper, Mo., in place of 
W. S. Tabler. Incumbent's commission expired February 17 
1926. t 

John A. Griese! to be postmaster at Golden City, Mo., in place 
of J. A. Griese!. Incumbent's commission expired December 4, 
1926. 

Louis E. Meyer to be postmaster at Bowling Green, Mo., in 
place of L. E. Meyer. Incumbent's commission expired February 
17, 1926. 

Benonia F. Hardin to be postmaster at Albany, Mo., in place 
of B. F. Hardin. Incumbent's commission expired December 20 
1926. ' 

MONTANA 

Robert H. Michaels to be postmaster at Miles City, 1\lont., in 
place of R. H. Michaels. Incumbent's commission expires Janu
ary 8, 1927. 

Howard Squires to be postmaster at Harlowton, Mont., in 
place of Howard Squires. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 12, 1927. 

John 0. Dahl to be postmaster at Froid, 1\font., in place of 
J. 0. Dahl. Incumbent's commission expired September 22 
1926. ' 

Edwin Grafton to be postmaster at Billings, Mont., in place 
of 0. B. Prickett. Incumbent's commission expired July 11, 
1926. 

MINNESOTA NEBRASKA 

Edward J. Giblin to be postmaster at Waverly, Minn., in George W. Harding to be postmaster at Ralston, Nebr., in 
place of I. J. Jandro. Incumbent's commission expired June place of G. W. Harding. Incumbent's commission expired 
5, 1926. January 16, 1926. · · 
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Edward Ericksen to be postmaster at Boelus, Nebr., in pln.ce 

of Edward Ericksen. Incumbent's commission expires Janu
ary 12, 1927. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Cora H. Eaton to be postmaster at Littleton, N. H., in place 
of C. H. Eaton. Incumbent's commission expires January 9, 
1927. 

Lena K. Smith to be postmaster at Lancaster, N. H., in place 
of L. K. Smith. Incumbent's commission expires January 9, 
1927. • 

James E. Correll to be postmaster at China Grove, · N. C., in 
place of J. E. Correll. Incumbent's commiBsion expires January 
10, 1927. 
. ffiysses C. Richardson to be postmaster at Asheboro, N. C., 
rn place of U. C. Richardson. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 10, 1927. · 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Grace Anderson to be postmaster at Selfridge, N. Dak. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1924. 

Minnie Alexander to be postmaster at Sherwoodl N. Dak., in 
NEW JERSEY place of Minnie Alexander. Incumbent's commission expired 

Ada E. Holmes to be postmaster at Sayreville, N. J., in · February 20, 1926. 
place of A. E. Holmes. Incumbent's commission expired Au- Desha V. Poland to be postmaster at Parshall, N. Dak., in 
gust 24, 1926. place of D. V. Poland. Incumbent's commission expired Febru-

NEW MEXICO ary 9, 1926. 
James A. Shipley to be postmaster at Silver City, N. Mex., David L. Rourke to be postmaster at Osnabrock, N. Dak., in 

in place of J. A. Shipley. Incumbent's commission expired place of D. L. Rourke. Incumbent's commission expires Janu-
December 20, 1926. ary 8, 1927. 

Maud W. Lenfestey to be postmaster at Aztec, N. Mex., in Harry M. Pippin to be postmaster at Halliday, N. Dak., in 
place of M. W. Lenfestey. Incumbent's commission expired place of H. M. Pippin. Incumbent's commission expired Decem-
December 20, 1926. ber 22, 1925. 

:r-.--xw YORK Jacob A. Phillips to be postmaster at Cleveland, N. Dak., 
Frederick A. Billipp to be postmaster at Mamaroneck, N. Y., in place of J. A. Phillips. Incumbent's commission expires 

in place of H. R. Foshay, resigned. January 9, 1927. 
Margaret D. Martin to be postmaster at Willard, N. Y., in 

place of M. D. Martin. Incumbent's commission expires Janu

OHIO 

ary 11, 1927. 
Arthur F. Crandall to be postmaster at Wappingers Falls, 

N. Y., in place of A. F. Crandall. Incumbent's commission 
expires January 11, 1927. 

Victor J. ·Banfield to be postmaster at Van Etten, N. Y., in 
place of V. J. Banfield. Incumbent's commission expires Janu
ary 11, 1927. 

Lewis E. Elston to be postmaster at Unionville, N. Y., in place 
of L. E. Elston. Incumbent's commission expired January 4, 
1927. 

Fred Hahn to be postmaster at Tonawanda, N. Y., in place of 
Fred Hahn. Incumbent's commission expires January 11, 1927. 

George F. Hendricks to be postmaster at Sodus, N.Y., in place 
of G. F. Hendricks. Incumbent's commission expires January 
12, 1927. 

William Sanford to be postmaster at Savona, N.Y., in place of 
William Sanford. Incumbent's commission expired December 
4, 1926. 

William T. Binks to be postmaster at Rome, N. Y., in place 
of W. T. Binks. Incumbent's commission expires January 11, 
1927. 

Harry Pottenburgh to be postmaster at Rhinebeck, N. Y., in 
place of Harry Pottenburgh. Incumbent's commiBsion expires 
January 11, 1927. 

Scott E. Gage to be pDstmaster at Morris, N. Y., in pln.ce of 
S. E. Gage. Incumbent s commission expired August 30, 1926. 

Franklin H. Sheldon to be postmaster at Middleport, N.Y., in 
place of F. H. Sheldon. Incumbent's commission·expires Janu
ary 11, 1927. 

Samuel W. Berry to be postmaster at Maybrook, N. Y., in 
place of S. W. Berry. Incumbent's commission expired January 
4, 1927. 

John R. Baldwin to be postmaster at Livingston Manor, 
N. Y., in place of J. R. Baldwin. Incumbent's commission ex
pires January 11, 1927. 

John L. Mahalish to be postmaster at Hillburn, N. Y., in 
place of J. L. Mahalish. Incumbent's commission expires Jan
uary 11, 1927. 

Wilbur S. Oles to be postmaster at Delhi, N. Y., ·in place of 
W. S. Oles. Incumbent's commission expires January 11, 1927. 

Wright B. Drumm to be postmaster at Chatham, N. Y., in 
place of W. B. Drumm. Incumbent's commission expires Jan
uary 12, 1927. 

Guy M. Lovell to be postmaster at Camillus, N. Y., in place 
of G. M. Lovell. . Incumbent's commission expires January 12, 
1927. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

David Smith to be postmaster at Whiteville, N. C., in place 
of David Smith. Incumbent's commission expires January 11, 
1927. 

Otis P. Brower to be postmaster at Liberty, N. C., in place 
of 0. P. Brower. Incumbent's commission expires January 11, 
1927. 

Blanche S. Wilson to be postmaster at Warsaw, N. C., in 
place of B. S. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expires Janu
ary 10, 1927. 

Samuel S. Weir to be postmaster at Kings Mountain, N. C., 
in place of S. S. Wclr. Incumbent's commission expires Janu
ary 10, 1927. 

Mary E. Lee to be postmaster at Westerville, Ohio, in place 
of M. E. Lee. Incumbent's commission expired December 4, 
1926. 

Robert L. Nelson to be postmaster at Senecav-ille, Ohio, in 
place of R. L. Nelson. Incumbent's commission expired Sep
tember 14, 1926. 

Roy Heap to be postmaster at St. Marys, Ohio, in place of 
Roy Heap. Incumbent's commission expires January 5, 1927. 

Mayme Pemberton to be postmaster at Roseville, Ohio, in 
place of Mayme Pemberton. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 30, 1926. 

Leonidas A. Smith to be postmaster at Ridgeway, Ohio, in 
place of L. A. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired May 
2~1926. 

..!rthur G. Williams to be postmaster at Perrysburg, Ohio, 
in place of A. G. Williams. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 10, 1927. 

Henry H. Harvey to be postmaster at Kenton, Ohio, in place 
of H. H. Harvey. Incumbent's commission expired December 
30, 1926. 

George H. Lewis to be postmaster at Geneva, Ohio, in place 
of G. B. Lewis. Incumbent's commission expires January 5, 
1927. 

William H. Taylor to be postmaster at Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio, 
in place of W. H. Taylor. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 12, 1927. 

Howard B. Kurtz to be postmaster at Conneaut, Ohio, in 
place of H. B. Kurtz. Incumbent's commission expires January 
5, 1927. 

Samuel F. Rose to be postmaster at Clarington, Ohio, in 
place of S. F. Rose. Incumbent's commission expired September 
12, 1926. 

Herbert Newhard, sr., to be postmaster at Carey, Ohio, in 
place of Herbert Newhard, sr. Incumbent's commission ex
pires January 12, 1927. 

Wanen E. Smiley to be postmaster at Cardington, Ohio, in 
place of W. E. Smiley. Incumbent's commission expires Janu
ary 5, 1927. 

Edward C. Anderson to be postmaster at Blanchester, Ohio, 
in place of E. C. Anderson. Incumbent's commission expu·es 
January 5, 1927. 

OKLAHOMA 

Robert B. Morford to be postmaster at Lawton, Okla., in 
place of R. B. Morford. Incumbent's commission expired Jan
uary 4, 1927. 

Henry W. Hoel to be postmaster at Jennings, Okla., in place 
of H. W. Hoel. Incumbent's commission expires January" 10, 
1927. 

OREGON 

Annie S. Clifford to be postmaster at :Molalla, Oreg., in pln.ce 
of A. S. Clifford. Incumbent's commission expires January 13, 
1927. 

Adam H. Knight to be postmaster at Canby, Oreg., in place 
of A. H. Knight. Incumbent's commission expired January 3, 
1927. 

George C. Stephens to be postmaster at Arlington, Oreg., in 
place of G. C. Stephens. Incumbent's commission expires Jan-
uary 13, 1927. 
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William A. 1\IcMahan to be postmaster ~t West Pittsburg, Pa., 
in place of W. A. McMahan. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 28, 1926. 

Sara B. Coulter to be po tmaster at Wampum, Pa., in place 
of S. B. Coulter. Incumbent's commission expired December 
28, 1926. 

Frederick M. Adam to be postmaster at Temple, Pa,., in place 
of F. l\1. Adam. Incumbent's commissioQ expires J~nuary 8, 
1927. 

Joseph L. Roberts to be postmaster at Sharon, Pa., in place 
of J. L. Roberts. Incumbent's commission expired December 
28, 1926. 

Fl'anklin H. Bean to be postmaster at Quakertown, Pa., in 
place of F. H. Bean. Incumbent's commission expires January 
15, 1927. 

Paul C. Rupp to be postmaster at Pitcairn., Pa., in place 
of P. C. Rupp. Incumbent's commission expires January 5, 
1927. 

H. Stanley Drake to be postmaster at Norristown, Pa., in 
place of H. S. Drake. Incumbent's commission expired June 
30, 1926. 

Samuel H. Bubb to be postmaster at McClJ,lre, Pa., in place 
of S. H. Bubb. Incumbent's commission expires January 8, 
1927. 

Effie P. Corts to be postmaster at Karns City, Pa., in place 
of E. P. Corts. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 
1926. 

William T. Cruse to be postmaster at Derry, Pa., in place 
of W. T. Cruse. Incumbent's commission expires January 8, 
1927. 

Harvey A. McKillip to be postmaster at Bloomsburg, Pa., in 
place of H. A. McKillip. Incumbent's commission expires Jan
nary 8, 1927. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Mary C. Price to be postmaster at Whitmire, S. C., in place 
of Davis Duncan, deceased. 

l\Iortimer R. Sams to be postmaster at Jonesville, S. C., in 
place of M. R. Sams. Incumbent's coJl]IDission expires January 
~mn / 

Alonzo D. Webster to be postmaster at Orangeburg, S. C., 
in place of D. K. Dukes. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1926. 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

Matt Flavin to be postmaster at Sturgis, S. Dak., in place 
of Matt Flavin. Incumbent's commission expires January 9, 
1927. 

Benjamin R. Stone to be postmaster at Lead, S. Dak., in 
place of B. R. Stone. Incumbent's commission expires January 
9, 1927. 

Gunnell M. Gorder to be postmaster at Frederick, S. Dak., 
in place of G. M. Gorder. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 9. 1926. 

Solomon ·Hoy to be postmaster at Fort Pierre, S. Dak., in 
place of Solomon Hoy. Incumbent's commission expired Jan
uary 4, 1927. 

TENNESSEE 

Conley Collins to be postmaster at Morristown, Tenn., in 
place of Conley Collins. Incumbent's commission expires Jan
uary 9, 1927. 

Everett R. Doolittle to be postmaster at Madison, Tenn., in 
place of E. R. Doolittle. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 24, 1926. 

TEXAS 

Robert H. Rhodes to be postmaster at Waelder, Tex., in place 
of R. H. Rhodes. Incumbent's commission expires January 12, 
1927. 

Mary A. Haskell to be postmaster at Stockdale, Tex., in place 
of M. A. Haskell. Incumbent's commission expires January 
5, 1927. 

Oscar 0. Ashenhust to be postmaster at Lorena, Tex., in 
place of 0. 0. Ashenhust. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 12, 1927. 

Sidney 0. Hyer to be postmaster at Frost, Tex., in place of 
S. 0. Hyer. Incumbent's commission expires January 9, 1927. 

Rebecca White to be postmaster at Carbon, Tex., in place 
of Rebecca White. Incumbent's commission expired Decem
ber 23, 1926. 

Minnie L. Landon to be postmaster at Burnet, Tex., in 
place of 1\I. L. Landon. Incumbent's commission expires Jan
uary 5, 1927. 

Charles A. Ziegenhals to be postmaster at Bastrop, Tex., 
in place of C. A. Ziegenhals. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 15, 1927. 

UTAH 

Aroet L. Harris to be postmaster at Richmond, Utah, in 
place of A. L. Harris. Incumbent's commission expires Jan
nary 9, 1927. 

George M. Jones to be postmaster at Richfield, Utah, in place 
of G. l\1. Jones. Incumbent's commission expired January 4, 
1927. 

Arza C. Page to be postmaster at Payson, Utah, in place 
of A. C. Page. Incumbent's commission .expires January 9, 
1927. -

Porter A. Clark to be postmaster at Parowan, Utah, in 
place of P. A. Clark. Incumbent's commission expired De
cember 16, 1926. 

VERMONT 

Frank E. Howe to be postmaster at Bennington, Vt., in 
place of F. E. Howe. Incumbent's commission expires January 
12, 1927. 

VIRGINIA 

S. Clyde Bliss to be postmaster at Farmville, Va., in place 
of S. C. Bliss. Incumbent's commission expires January 11, 
1927. 

William H. Ruebush to be postmaster at Dayton, Va., in 
place of W. H. Ruebush. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 11, 1927. 

Robert P. Dickenson to be postmaster at Dante, Va., in place 
of J. N. Booth. Incumbent's commission · expired September 22, 
1926. 

Edwin L. Toone to be postmaster at Boydton, Va., in place 
of E. L. Toone. Incumbent's commission expires January 8, 
1927. 

Haynie S. Robertson to be postmaster at Blackstone, Va., 
in place of H. S. Robertson. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 8, 1927. 

W ASHI~GTON 

Charles E. Rathbun to be postmaster at Pomeroy, Wash., 
in place of C. E. Rathbun. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 11, 1927. 

William R. Cox to be postmaster at Pasco, Wash., in place 
of W. R. Cox. Incumbent's commission expired January 3, 
1927. 

Walter L. Cadman to be postmaster at Dayton, Wash., in 
place of W. L. Cadman. Incumbent's commission expires Janu
ary 11, 1927. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Eva Lucas to be postmaster at_ Tralee, W. Va., in place of 
J. C. Smith, resigned. 

Horatio S. Whetsell to be postmaster at Kingwood, W. Va., 
in place of H. S. Whitsell. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 13, 1927. 

WISCONSIN 

Otto A. Olson to be postmaster at Star Prairie, Wis. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1926. 

Henry F. D~lles to be postmaster at Port Washington, Wis., 
in place of J. H. Kaiser, jr., resigned. 

Clarence J. Fieweger to be postmaster at Kimberly, Wis., in 
place of W. H. Fieweger, deceased. 

Gerrit J. Vredeveld to be postmaster at Friesland, Wis. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1926. 

Anna J. Johnson to be postmaster at Fairwater, Wis. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1926. 

Annie E. Nelson to be postmaster at Dresser Junction, Wis. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1926. 

Joseph W. Jacobson to be postmaster at Dane, Wis. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1924. 

Paul Mlodzik to be postmaster at Cudahy, Wis., in place of 
M. J. Heffron, removed. 

Imogene Croghan to be postmaster at Cascade, Wis. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1926. 

Peter E. Korb to be postmaster at Boyd, Wis., in place of 
C. A. Nelson, removed. 

Ora C. Thompson to be postmaster at Argyle, Wis., in place of 
F. C. Muenich, resigned. 

Hall L. Brooks to be postmaster at Tomahawk, Wis., in place 
of H. L. Brooks. Incumbent's commission expired September 
22, 1926. 

Louis C. Currier to be postmaster at Stoughton, Wis., in place 
of 0. S. Torgeson. Incumbent's commission expired February 
15, 1926. 

Herman Graskamp to be postmaster at Oostburg, Wis., in 
place of John Theune. Incumbent's commission expired Octo
ber 3, 1925. 

Charles S. Brent to be postmaster at Oconomowoc, Wis., in 
place of C. S. Brent. Incumbent's commission expired August 
14, 1926. 
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Edward V. Snider to be postmaster at Mosinee, Wis., in place 

of B. S. Burnett. Incumbent's commission expired March 7, 
1926. . 

Ethel F. Pilgrim to be postmaster at Menomonee Falls, Wis.~ 
in place of H: W. Graser. Incumbent's commission expired 
.April 7, 1926. 

William Kotvis to be postmaster at Hillsboro, Wis., in place 
of William Kotvis. Incumbent's commission expired Angust 
12, 1926. 

Otto C. Nienas to be postmaster at Camp Douglas, Wis., in 
place of 0. C. Nienas. Incumbent's commissioJl. expired August 
12, 1926. 

Ly1e H. Nolop to be postmaster at .Alma Center, Wis., in place 
of L. H.. Nolop. Incumbent's commission expired July 26, 1926. 

CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate Jan-uary ~. 1921 

COMMIBSIONER OF IMMIGRATION 

John P. Johnson to be commissioner, port of Boston, Mass. 
UNITED STATES ATI'OR.NEYS 

Lindsay B. Phillips to be attorney for the western distrlct gf 
Tennessee. 

Stanley M. Ryan to be attorney for the western district of 
Wisconsin. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL 

Andrew J. Russell to be marshal for the western district of 
.Arkansas. · . 

JUDGE OF MUNICIPAL COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF CoLUMBIA 

George C. Auk:;!m to be jndge of the municipal court, District 
of Columbia. 

PROMOTIO:!'\S IN THE NAVY 

To be commanders 
Harold T. Smith. 
Mark L. Hersey. 

To be lieuten,an.t commanders 
William M. Fechteler. 
Charles A. Baker. 
Byron S. Dague. 
Alfred P. H. Tawresey. 
John H. Buchanan. 
Berman A. Spanagel. 
J o eph R. Redman. 
Theodore D. Westfall. 
Theodore D. Ruddock. 
William K. Harrill. 
Alfred H. BaLsley. 
William E. Malloy4 
Greene W. Dugger, jr. 
John M. Creighton. 
Charles D. Swain. 
Edmund W. Burrough. 
Albert H. Rooks. 
Byron B. Ralston. 
Thomas N. Vinson. 
Herbert J. Ray. 
John G. Moyer. 

.Archibald N. OfHey. 
Richard L. Conolly. 
William A. Corn. 
Thomas L. Nash. 
Edwin T. Short. 
John B. W. Waller. 
Thomas J. Doyle, jr. 
Alexander R. Early. 
Vincent A. Clarke, jr. 
Kemp C. Christian. 
Benjamin F. Perry. 
Richard W. Bates. 
James M. Shoemaker. 
Gerard H. Wood. 
Melville C. Partello. 
Robert 0. Glover. 
Archie E. Glann. 
Edward E. Hazlett, jr. 
John C. Lusk. 
George P. Lamont. 

To be lietttenants 
Kenneth C. Caldwell. 
Marshall A. Anderson. 
Elmer S. Stoker. 
John B. Lyon. 
Campbell Cleave. 
William E. Miller. 
Charles M. Abson. 
James H. Doyle. 
Harry E. Padley. 
Neill D. Brantly. 
Charles D. :Murphey. 
Elmer F. Helmkamp. 
William P. Hepburn. 
Jim T. Acree. 
Charles L. Snrran . 
George B. Cunningham. 
Solomon S. I quith. 
Edwin C. Bain. 
Norman S. Ives. 
Bailey Connelly. 
Edward H. Doolin. 
William Hibbs. 
Marvin H. Grove. 
Gyle· D. Conrad. 
Clayton S. Isgrig. 
Philip R. Kinney. 

John A. McDonnell. 
James A. Crocker. 
Harold Coldwell. 
Panl R. Sterling. 
Benjamin N. Ward. 
Ferguson B. Bryan. 
William G. Livingstone. 
Fredelick R. Buse. 
Charles L. Hutton. 
Allan D. Blackledge. 
Thomas H. Binford. 
Thomas T. Craven. 
Perley E. Pendleton. 
Walton W. Smith. 
Richard P. Glass. 
Hance C. Hamilton. 
John V. McElduff. 
Khem ,V. Palmer. 
David A. Hughes. 
Hilyer F. Gearing. 
William Butler, jr. 
Jesse G. Johnson. 
Joseph J. Rochefort. 
Andrew T. Lamore. 
Arthur S. Billings. 
J!~A.~~y~ 

To be lieutenant '(junior gra-de) 
Peter W. Haas, jr. 

To be dental eurgeons 
Eugene LeR. Walter. Walter Rehrauer. 
Eric G. Hoylman. Harry L. Kalen . 
Andrew L. Burleigh. Philip B. Macinnis. 
Joseph A. Kelly. 

To be pay director 
William L. F. Simonpietri. 

To be passed assistant paymastm-s 
William S. Cooper. 
Christian P. Schwarz. 
John N. Silk e. 

To be naval constructors 
Russell S. Hitchcock. Douglas W. Coe. 
Arthur C. Miles. Norborne L. Rawlings. 
Sidney E. Dudley. Homer N. Wallin. 
Grover C. Klein. Joseph W. Fowler. 
Frederick E. Haeberle. William J. llalone. 
Edmund E. Brady, jr. Lawrence B. Richardson. 
Andrew I. McKee. Ralph S. McDowell. 
Henry R. Oster. John D. Crecca. 
Theodore L. Schumacher. William C. Wade. 

Fritz C. Nyland. 
Ira P. Griffen. 
Lewis N. Moeller. 
Carl H. Cotter. 

To be civil engineers 
Andrew G. Bisset. 
Theron A. Hartung . 
Herbert 3. Bear. 

To be chief gunners 

Michael J. Jones. William M. Coles. 
To be chief machinist 

John R. Rayhart. 
To be chief pay clerks 

Joseph L. Formans . 
Charles A. Young. 

POSTMASTERS 

CALIFOR~ 

Frederick Weik, Glendora. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

George Nuckid, Lyndora. 
Stephen J. Downs, Union City. 

WITHDRAWAL 

Ea:ec.-utive tW11tina.tion with-drawn (1·om the Senate JatWlar'JJ 
4. 1927 

POSTMASTER 

FLORIDA 

William L. Clarke, jr., to be postmaster at Naples iB the 
State of Florida. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TuESDAY, January 4, 1927 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 

Almighty God, our heavenly Father, Thy love is infinitely 
broader than the measure of man's mind; and how much we 
thank Thee, blessed Lord, that we are still within the shadow 
of Thy care. To-day is another blessing for each of us, and 
may good thoughts and wise words be the issues of our li"'es. 
Enlarge the range of onr understanding and give us a deep 
concern for the things which are related to our country's 
welfare. In Thy light may we see light and strive for the 
highest good. · Do Thou bless and direct the Members of this 
Chamber that they may honor the land which has honored 
them. In e\ery way may we labor for the best possible 
re::mlts by being the best possible men. For Thy name's sake. 
Amen. 

The J onrnal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

SOBRIETY OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS 

Mr. Ul\TDERIDLL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
W !!ddf~ ~e B_ouse ~OI: five minutes. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 

unanimous consent to address the House for five minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, i~ the debate of yesterday 

the statement was made by one of the Members from New York 
that " many Members of Congress drink to excess." I suppose 
he referred to intoxicating liquor. It does not appear in the 
REcoRD in that language. The RECORD can be corrected or 
changed, but it does appear in the columns of the press and will 
probably be reported all over this Nation in the language as 
quoted. That statement is not only a reflection upon every 
:Member of Congress but is an indictment of every Member of 
Congress. 

In the few moments I have I want to briefly give my ex
perience since I have been a Member of the House in as calm 
a manner as my indignation will perJpit. I have been a Mem
ber of this body for six years. During that time I have been a 
constant attendant upon the meetings of the House. I have 
never seen but one Member on the floor of this Chamber under 
the influence of liquor and he only served one term. He was 
defeated for reelection. I have never in the corridors of the 
House Office Building seen but four other Members of this body 
under the influence of liquor. Two of those men are dead and 
the other two are not Members of the present body. I have 
lived dming those six year at a hotel where an average each 
year of 100 Members of Congress make their abode during the 
session, and there day or night-and sometimes I am up rather 
late at night-I have never seen one single Member of Congress 
enter the • doors of that hotel or leave the doors of that hotel 
under the influence of liquor. 

I probably know as many Members of this body as any 1\Iem
ber of Congress. 1\Iost of them I can call by their first name, 
and I count them all friends of mine. I have been the guest 
of many of them in their homes and at private dinner parties. 
I have yet to see liquor served on any of those occasions. I do 
not believe there is another body of 435 men, drawn from all 
walks of life, who indulge less in intoxicating liquors than the 
Members of this Hou e. [Applause.] Even the comparative 
few who advocate a change in the Volstead law are not men 
who drink to excess or become intoxicated. No matter how 
enthusiastic tho e men may have been with reference to the 
principle involved or their opposition to the act I have never 
seen them in any way, shape, or manner under the influence 
of intoxicants. 

!\ow, Mr. Speaker, we can not prevent the paragraphers of 
the press, we can not prevent the cheap comedian on the stage, 
we can not prevent the so-called humorist from casting asper
sions and reflections upon this representative body, but each 
and every one of us can be jealous not only of our own reputa
tion but of the reputations of our colleagues and of the people 
whom we represent. We can refrain from making such state
ments, and we can refute such statements as were made on the 
floor of this House yesterday. 

I have not indulged in any of the controversies with refer
ence to the benefits or the evils which have come to us from 
the eighteenth amendment. I try to live as I vote, and I 
believe the majority of the Members of this House do like
wi ·e. There are enough sins of omission and commission by 
Congress which may be severely criticized. If predicated upon 
fact and not upon fiction, no one will welcome or justify such 
criticisms sooner than I, but I want to spread upon the 
records of this House-and I trust the newspapers will give 
as much prominence to this statement as they have to the 
other one-that that statement made yesterday is an absolute 
and unqualified falsehood. [Applause.] 

MALADMINISTRATION OF INDIAN BUREAU 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD on the subject of Indian 
welfare. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani
mous con.~ent to extend his remarks in the REcoRD on the 
subject of Indian welfare. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, on several occasions I have dis

cussed before the House many instances of gross injustice perpe
trated on the American Indian under existing maladministra
tion by the Indian Bureau. Many of these Indians are of a 
high order of intelligence an(,l education. Due to their splendid 
patriotism during the 'Vorld War, when thousands enlisted in 
the American Army and fought at the side of their white broth
ers under the same flag, Congress gave to all American Indians 
full rights of citizenship. Under the law such rights belong to 
them to-day. 

In different speeches I have pointed out specific charges of 
mistreatment of the Indians through bureaucratic despotism 
found nowhere else in the world. These facts, rarely denied or 
explained, were presented by me for the purpose of securing a 
congressional investigation that will investigate actual condi
tions now prevailing among the Indians and obtain a construc
tive legislative program for Indian development to displace 70 
years of hopeless Indian Bureau control. 

The only serious offense lodged against the American Indian of 
to-day must be an offense of color, for no white man, black man, 
brown man, or yellow man in this country is subjected to the 
same control of person and property exercised over 225,000 
Indians by the Indian Bureau. Indian property reported by 
the bureau to be valued at $1,600,000,000 is absolutely controlled 
and managed by this despotic bureau without right of court 
review or of any of the constitutional rights possessed by all 
other American citizens. This is based on a strange despoti
cally administered practice wherein all such Indians are 
declared "incompetent" by the bureau and while so held are 
unable to care for their property. 

Without right to have their " competency" reviewed by any 
court or the administration of their property reviewed by any 
court these 225,000 Indians are completely helpless and de
prived of constitutional rights and privileges enjoyed by all 
other citizens. Not in far-away Russia, India, or China but in 
22 States of this country are such conditions found. 

More serious than any property rights unjustly taken from 
these American citizens, the Indian Bureau, through its agents 
and $10-a-month Indian "judges " appointed by the agents, ille
gally and despotically, without warrant of law, arrests and 
imprisons, sometimes with ball and chain, Indians who are 
deprived of rights of attorney, jury, bail, appeal to any court, 
or constitutional privileges possessed and exercised by every 
other American citizen. Such instances I have heretofore de
scribed to the House. 

HIGHWAY ROBBERY APPi:OVED BY THE INDIA.N BUREAU 

Specific charges of "highway robbery" of different Indian 
tribes have been placed before the BouSe in cases where I 
now have personal knowledge of the facts, and I point out, 
among others, the $100,000 Navajo Indian Tribe reimbursable 
charge for a white-tourist bridge, of no possible value to In
dians, that was l:.rged through Congress by the Indian Bureau. 
Equally indefensible charges have been made against the Pima 
and San Juan Indians, involving in these three recent cases 
alone with proposed highways upward of a million dollars, which 
are indefensible liens levied against these tribes that had no 
knowledge of the pendency of such legislation and were unrep
resented before Congress, excepting by the Indian Bureau. 
"Highway robbery" of Indians is a term used in debate by Sen
ators when discussing the Navajo bridge fraud. It is equally 
descriptive of other frauds on Indians to which I shall refer. 

Neglect of health, startling mortality conditions among cer
tain Indian tribes that frequently are alleged to be without 
sufficient food to sustain life, are among charges made that 
have not been answered or explained by the present Indian 
Bureau. A congressional investigation alone can develop facts 
that ought to be known by Congress and given to the country, 
with constructive proposals looking to the betterment of the 
American Indian. 

A u RESEARCH COMMITTEE" APPOIYTED BY THOSE TO BE INVESTIGATED 

Smarting under criticisms and endeavoring to cover up a 
long record of Indian mistreatment, the Indian Bureau under 
Commissioner Burke has persuaded Secretary Work to name a 
"research committee" to investigate the bureau. Secretary 
Work's own com·se in recommending the Navajo Bridge to Con
gress shows his own ignorance of bureau methods or, if known, 
a consent that deserves equal condemnation to that merited by 
the despotic Indian Bureau. 

Any committee so named by him under the guidance of 
Indian Bureau officials, from the commissioner to his army 
of reservation agents and employees, will be steered past the 
neglect and mistreatment found among many tribes and will 
be shown beautiful bridges, beautiful - highways, beautiful 
nonresident Indian schools, and tables of beautiful bureau 
statistics that have in their shadows a story of neglect and 
oppression not to be whitewashed by any fairly selected con
gressional committee. Such a committee from Congress Com
missioner Burke fears will be "partisan." If partisan suffi
ciently to give the American Indians a fair deal and reveal the 
present despotic system of illegal, unjust, and neglectful Indian 
Bureau control, then such "partisanship" should be welcomed. 

Again, I repeat that in no civilized country the world over 
is an intelligent, moral, and exceptionally well-behaved people 
kept in such absolute subjection of person and property as are 
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our American Indian.s. Neither bas autocracy ever measured 
up to the present unchallenged control of our Indian citizens 
exercised by the Indian Bureau, aided by its army of em
ployees and, not to be forgotten, its $10-per-month Indian judges. 

SPECIFIC CH.ABGES OF MALFEASA.."iCE BY THE IXDI.AJ."f BUREAU 
Charges definite and certain were made in speeches of Febru

ary 4, March 4 and 23, and April 23 of gross malfeasance on the 
part of Indian Bureau officials, and an investigation by Congress 
asked for to get the facts, and to secure some constructive legis
lation for the benefit of a large army of the Nation's Indian 
wards who have been given their citizenship by Congress. In 
these speeches, with affidavits and facts presented, I have tried 
as far as possible to avoid needless duplication. 

At the beginning of the Sixty-ninth Congress I was informed 
by Republican Leader TILsoN that my experience in Congress 
should be useful in helping to improve the Government's treat
ment of Indians and that I was given an assignment on the 
Indian Committee for that reason. This as ignment was made 
without prior knowledge or request on my part. 

Believing that the. assignment called for real service, and that 
such was the purpose of the transfer, I have given some study 
to the subject of Indian welfare, COJ)Sulting works of former 
Indian commissioners, and whateve!' investigations or other 
reports were available. Needless to say I have had no personal 
prejudices and no purpo e at any time to misrepresent the per-
on or the administration of Indian Commissioner Burke or any 

of his subordinates, or of his superior, Secretary of the Interior, 
Doctor Work. On the other hand, I have not hesitated to ex
pose conditions concerning Indian affairs exactly as found, al
though some official might thereby be called upon to explain 
neglect or mi eon duct of the Indian Bureau's administration. 

Without any request for the committee assignment, as stated, 
I have carried out my duties on the Indian Committee as I 
conceived them to be. Possibly this statement is needless to 
make, because Commissioner Burke in his "defense" before 
the Indian Committee very properly exonerated me from any 
purpose to misrepresent, and further said he had no quarrel 
with me, whom he termed his friend and former colleague. 
That spirit is reciprocal. My work has been entirely imper
sonal ; and if in an effort to disclose intolerable conditions 
among the Indians I retlect upon the Indian Bureau or any 
official, it is immaterial to me whether the fault lies with 

investigation. Such an Investigation would properly conclude 
with a constructive program for the betterment of the Indians
a program that never will be accepted voluntarily by any bu
reau which primarily seeks to perpetuate itself. 

I learned upon my first visit to the Indian Committee of the 
House that before any bill affecting Indians was taken up 
by the committee for consideration it was first sent to the 
Indian Bureau for its approval and that the report which came 
back to the committee, signed by Secretary Wor~ generally 
determined the fate of the bill. Only one bill opposed by the 
Indian Bureau was pa ·sed by the Bouse committee out of the 
first 35 bills last session reported by that committee. In the 
Senate the bureau locked horns over that single bill. The 
statements of Meritt, recently made before California audiences, 
may be construed fairly as an ultimatum that no legislation dis
approved by the czarlike Indian Bureau will be passed by Con
gress. 

THE INDIA~ BUREAU'S CONTROL OF LEGISLATION 
Out of several bills that I introduced that would have 

given Indians or the courts of the country some slight 
control over Indian property, all without exception were re
jected by the Indian Bureau, and none ever reached the stage 
of consideration by the Hou e. Members of the House or 
Senate will do well to act with circumspection on Indian mat
ters and not offend the Indian Bureau if they have bills to 
propose for the relief of Indians in their States. That prepos
terous situation I learn has long existed. I am again presenting 
facts that, if true, should cause every American, as a matter of 
self-respect, to demand a new deal for the only real American 
whose numbers ha"\"e been decreased through disease, starva
tion, and long-continued neglect. Those for whom the Govern
ment is accountable in all the States, to the number of 225,000, 
should be given the protection that is their due. When making 
his reply to my charges of bureau inefficiency, neglect, and 
illegal acts, Commissioner Burke said to the committee, on 
April 10 last, on page 7 of the hearings : 

I want at the outset to exonerate Mr. FREAn from having possibly 
made some misleading statements, and statements that are inaccurate, 
and perhaps not true, because it is very apparent that he has made 
no study of the subject. • • • 

• • • • • • • 
Commissioner Burke, his assistant Mr. Meritt, or any other After three hours uninterrupted attempted "defense'' by 
ubordinate, or with Secretary Work, his superior, or whether it Indian Commissioner Burke before the Indian Affairs Commit

is due to some predecessor, for I will not willingly misstate any tee, and the refusal of the committee to give Secretary Collier, 
matter. On the other hand, I will give what I believe to be the of the Indian Defense Association, any right to reply, I reiter
facts, whether they reflect upon the Indian Bureau or upon ated in the House that Mr. Burke's Indian Bureau defense 
Congress that, through ill-considered laws, allow such things to was practically a case of confession and avoidance and that he 
exist. admitted some of the most important charges, and by his 

A statement recently given to the press by Secretary Work, silence and failure to deny had admitted certain other charges 
"approved by Indian Commissioner Burke," says that Doctor of malfeasance laid against the Indian Bureau. 
'Vork haS appointed another "COmmiS ion Of investigation" PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE OF INDIAN BUREAU INJUSTICE 
to study charges against the Indian Bureau, which commission The statement made by Indian Commissioner Burke last ses-
will report next year. If I believed that commission or any sion that I was without personal knowledge of Indians or of the 
other commission of like character so appointed would accom- field work of the Indian Bureau was fairly well taken at the time, 
plish anything, or that the indescribable helplessness of the as is the statement of an attorney that the opposing counsel is 
Indians would be relieved by this bureau investigation of its without personal knowledge of a case under consideration, ex
own affairs or by any similar body, I would await results. cepting as it may come to him from reputable witnesses. How
No one experienced in such matters will place any confidence in ever, I accepted the criticism as fairly made that I was not 
such an investigation. personally a qualified witness to speak of some of the facts set 

From past experience I submit that it is only a temporary forth in my· charges. To meet that criticism, between Septem
makeshift to allay deserved criticism of bureau neglect and that ber 12 and October 22 last, I drove 4,480 miles in an automobile, 
no needed relief for the Indians nor genuine reform in treat- visiting some 20 Indian reservations, consulting with many 
ment of these wards of the Government can ever come about Indian Bureau employees and with hundreds of Indians. In 
through such investigations by the Indian Bm·eau or by the one council meeting of several that were held I met about 75 
Department of the Interior or by any agency appointed or Indian duly selected delegates representing ov-er 8,000 Indians. 
recommended by either. No good reason, I submit, exists for At Taos and at Zuni, and other places, I talked through inter
opposition by the bureau to a congressional investigation ex- preters with smaller councils, and in the fairly extended travels 
cepting a fear of having its maladministration exposed. mentioned I discussed Indian conditions also with many white 

OTHER COMMITTEES UNDER LIKE APPOINTMENTS -" persOnS, WhO Were neither COnnected With the Indian Bureau 
When Secretary Work was first appointed Secretary he ap- nor with any Indian tribes nor with any Indian Defense Asso

pointed a committee of 100 to study Indian matters because of ciations. 
serious criticisms then made against the Indian Bureau. The I tried to get the facts, and the facts are bad enough without 
commission, composed of estimable men, gave the kind of in- coloring. Only a few of these facts that deserve careful probe 
vestigation that might be expected, although it is of record that by a competent committee can be presented here. 
specific health recommendations were urged. Neither Secretary Throughout this trip, made in company with John Collier, 
Work nor Commissioner Burke nor their subordinates have secretary of the American Indian Defense Association, I paid 
alleviated the health condition& of the Indians as recommended, my own persoiUll expenses, whether traveling by car or train. 
nor have recommendations of the committee to that end been This statement is volunteered at the outset in order to explain 
followed with legislation. a freedom from obligation to anyone and that I did not use the 

I submit it is the height of folly to have another investigation funds of any Indian association or any other organization for 
by the bureau of itself. .Any investigation to be of value must my personal needs. These organizations, composed of splendid 
come from Congress, and such an investigation I called for last men and women throughout the West, are interested in Indian 
session, setting forth charges of maladm.inlstration in the -welfare, through knowledge of injustice practiced toward the 
Indian Office that then required and now invite a congressional Indians ~at 1n some cases ha.s reached appalling conditions 
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because of disease and neglect. Of hundreds whom I met in studied in the field are such that I reiterate every charge I 
the various cities or other communities of the West connected have made and offer to furnish witnesses in many cases who 
with ~nch organizations many had personal knowledge of the are familiar with the facts. 
faCtS thrOUgh their OWn ViSitS among the different tribeS. TO CHARGES HERETOFORE MAOE NOT AGAIN SET FORTH I~ DETAIL 

evidence the high character of the membership I quote from a In my request last spring for an investigation of the Indian 
statement previously made to the House a few names of those Bureau I made a dozen or more specific charges. In order to 
connected as responsible members of its board of directors with present the ·e and other charges against the Indian Bureau in 
one Indian defense society: chronological order let me say that on February 4, last, I made 

Dr. Haven E~rson, New York City (professor of public health direct charges in the House of specific misrepresentation to 
administration, Columbia University); Irving Bacheller, New York Congress by the Indian Bureau and malfeasance in the Indian 
City (novelist) ; Robert E. Ely (director of the Town Hall, New York Office affecting a $100,000 reimbursable charge against the 
City) ; Mrs. H. A. Atwood, Riverside, Calif. (chairman Indian welfare Navajo Tribe last session, recommended by Secretary Work, on 
division, General Federation of Women's Clubs) ; William Allen White, the advice presumably of Commissioner Burke. That charge I 
Emporia, Kans. (editor); James Ford (professor, social ethics depart- am prepared to say was, if anything, an understatement of the 
ment, Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass.) ; Elizabeth Shepley Ser- situation. The facts are hardly believable but I am ready to 
geant, New York City (author and authority on Indians) ; Charles bring many witJ:esses, whites or Indians, who will support 
F. Lummis, Los Angeles, Calif. (author and au thority on Indians) ; Senator CAMERON's assertion in debate that the bridge charge 
Rev. E. P. Wheeler, Aurora, Ill. (!0 years a missionary among the is "highway robbery" of the Indians and also Senator BRATTON'S 
Indians) ; William Kent, Kentfield, Ca1if. (former Congressman) ; Dr. equally specific charge that the action of the Indian Bureau 
Aurelia H. Reinhardt (president Mills College, Calif.) ; Stewart Edward in this ca.se was "iniquitous." Not one .reputable witness, I 
Wltite, San Francisco, Calif. (author) ; Dr. Walter M. Dickie, Berkeley, predict, will deny this indictment of the Indian Bureau's high
Calif. (secretary California Board of Health) ; Dr. William Palmer way robbery of this tribe and of the bureau's misstatement of 
Lucas (professor pediatrics, University of California) ; Edyth Tate facts to Congress when the bill was passed. 
Thompson, Fresno, Calif. (secretary California Tuberculosis Associa- On March 4 I made in the House additional charges that 
tion) ; Dr. John R. Haynes (regent, University of California; member without any law or justification therefor the Indian Bureau, 
Los Angeles Public Senice Commission) ; Dr. Henry J. Ullman (presi- . through its agents, for years had jailed Indians, sometimes for 
dent American Legion, Santa Barbara, Calif.); Mrs. Mary Austin, misdemeanors and occasionally with ball and chain punish
Santa Fe (author) ; James W. Young, Chicago; Fred 1'11. Stetn, New ment. Such jailing was without any legal trial, without attor
York City; Gertrude · Bonnin, Washington (president National Asso- ney, without right to jury, without any rights to bail or appeal 
dation of American Indians) ; Jay B. Nash (professor, school of educa- to the courts, and against the protection to which these Indian 
tion, New York University) ; Walter V. Woeblke, Ross, Calif.; Mrs. citizens are entitled under the Constitution. That charge was 
Frank A. Gibson, Los Angeles; Mary J. Workman, Los Angeles, Calif.; supported by several Indians then in Washington. 
Rev. Father Hobert Lucey, Los Angeles, and Raymond K. Armsby, On March 23 I made equally specific charges against the 
Burlingame, Calil. Indian Bureau for its attempt to force through Congress an 

, . . . . . oil leasing bill on Indian lands so unjust and unprecedented 
1:he natiOnal adVIsory bo.ard of the association rncludes Rev. and against all Indian rights that on a mere statement of facts 

John A. Ry~, D. D., George Ha~en Putman, Henry 'V. Taft, the bureau withdrew its efforts to press the 37% per cent Indian 
Adolph Lew1sohn, Dr. John II. Finley, Dan C. Beard, George ta · · th t · tl h d · 1 M d ... ~th H 
F t P abody Right Rev Monsignor J P Chidwick and x proviSion a UDJUS Y .. a preVIo.us Y P.asse uv ouses 

os er. e , ~ ·. · · ' of Congress or any oppoSition to a JUSt bill that eventually 
the Right Rev. W. C. ~annm~. . li passed both Houses but was vetoed by the President-not be-

Many of thes~ people, mcludt~g Sec~t~ry Collier, h~ve v~d cause of any Jack of protection given to the Indians but because 
among the Indians, know theu conditions, and enJOY their of demands of other outside oil interests to be included in· the 
confidence. bill 

From personal acquaintance with many of those I met in · 
Western States I am certain their interest in the American 
Indian has been of great ·mine to the Indians and to a limited 
extent has exposed and opposed successfully legislation ap
proved by the Indian Bureau which wa.s calculated to bring 
injury to these wards of the Government. 

ADVERSE CRITICISM WH&"i OF SERVICE 

Let me further say that on my trip of nearly 4,500 miles 
by automobile I found Indian Bureau employees, including 
agents, physicians, and nurses, who talked freely when as
sured their names would not be used, and some of the most 
important facts learned came from such sources. Thanks to 
Indian Commissioner Burke's speech before the Indian Com
mittee that had been circulated throughout all Indian reser
vations, it served a useful purpose, due to its personal criticisms 
of myself and Secretary Collier, for the bureau employees 
lmew we were in no way connected with · the bureau's pur
poses or policies and that they were in no danger of being 
transferred with their families to distant reservations or of 
losing their retirement-fund rights if the actual facts and their 
sympathies were made known to us. Two or three agents 
were noticeably hostile, and one of the latter declarad evm·y 
Indian wa.s worthless and undesen-ing of sympathy. Before 
I could inquire on what facts he based that judgment be 
added that, in his opinion, about all the whites were equally 
worthless. This agent, however, was not as bad as he wished 
to appear, for he thawed out before I left and told me of sev
eral praiseworthy things he, the agent, had done for the 
Indians. 

Charges against Indian bureaucracy and the lack of any 
Indian welfare constructive policy were, however, found nearly 
everywhere we visited, with concessions occasionally grudgingly 
made by bureau officials to meet specific criticisms which had 
exposed indefensible conditions. 

Based on my trip irrespecth-e of personal study of reports 
and other investigations I am prepared to say that I believe 
every charge contained in my former request for an investi
gation is substantially accurate even though previously made 
in part from outside information. If Indian Commissioner 
Burke and Mr. Meritt had not inferentially admitted some of 
the charges and by their silence as to others impliedly ad
mitted the truth of official malfeasance, the facts I have 

MISLEADING INDIA.N BUREAU STATISTICS 

Commissioner Burke has stated that $90,000,000 in money or 
securities and $1,600,000,000 in property belonging to 225,000 In
dians is held under the control of the Indian Bureau, notwith
standing all adult Indians are full-fledged American citizens, 
made sucb by act of Congress. This property, of course, is 
unequally distributed and thousands of S<K!alled incompetent 
Indians are not far removed from starvation and are without 
any property of material value from which to make a liveli
hood. During the past century most of the Indian tribes have 
been pushed back into the mountains or onto desert land 
where no white man could exist and where in many cases 
Indians have been robbed of their prior water rights, necessary 
to any use of the land. 

When oil, minerals, or even exceptional building stone has 
been discovered in rare instances on Indian lands the watchful 
white man has immediately been in readiness to dispossess 
the Indian where possible to do so, and bureau agents have 
often recommended such dispossession. 

The Secretary of the Interior occupies the anomalous posi
tion of being the head of the Bureau of Public Lands and of 
the Indian Bureau and also of the National Park Service. 
As such head of the General Land Office, Secretary of the 
Interior Fall sought to take n·om the Indians all oil and min
eral rights contained in 22,000,000 acres of Executive-order 
Indian reservations. In so doing, be endeavored to take away 
from the Indians, of whose property and persons he was pri
marily the guardian, all oil and mineral rights from two-thirds 
of their lands. 

The Park Director is desirous of enlarging the naHonal-park 
area and is constantly urging that Indian lands adjoining 
national parks, if usable for park purposes, shall be detached 
and taken from the Indian and that approaches to parks across 
Indian lands be made at their expense. His demands are made 
upon the Secretary of the Interior, who is by law also the 
official guardian of our Indian wards. 

Between these two insistent factors always in Washington 
and on the ground the Indian has no voice or influence except
ing through the Indian Bureau and often it occurs that the 
Indian Bureau joins hands with either one or the other bureaus 
engaged in robbing these wards of the Government. For years 
these Indians have been kept helpless, and they are, under ex-
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!sting conditions, to be kept helpless to the end of time for the 
self-perpetuation of the Indian Bureau. 

NO DECREASE IN tt INCOMPETENT" INDIANS UNDER BURKE 

In September, 1917, or seven years ago, Indian Commissioner 
Sells testified before a House investigation committee that 
220,000 " incompetent" Indians were under his care, although 
9,000 others had been declared competent within the five or six 
preceding years. Commissioner Sells also stated that the 
" competency commission " then consisted of the local Indian 
agent, a second man known as a specUil agent or official of 
the Indian Bureau, and a third man appointed by the Secre
tary of the Interior. These three men acted under the Indian 
Commissioner, who had the power to move or remove two of 
them at his pleasure. Six years thereafter the number of 
restricted Indians had increased to 225,000, instead '()f decreas
ing, as the Indian Office now states. During one year, from 
1924 to 1925, the Indian property of the e " incompetents " in
creased over $600,000,000, or more than 50 per cent increase, 
during 1925, according to bureau statistics. 

The fallacy is equally apparent of the bureau's argument as 
to per capita wealth of the American Indian. Such Indian 
wealth is largely composed of a few oil wells belonging to cer. 
tain Indians ; of millions of acres of desert or unproductive 
lands that no white man will live on or use; of timberlands 
in some cases where the tribe's timber, without their approval 
or consent, is being wiped out with negro labor, as in the case 
of the Apaches, not primarily for the benefit of the Indians 
but to help support the Indian Burea~ with a loss in timber 
supply as wasteful and improvident as the loss of our northern 
pineries; and lastly, the Indian Bureau's case of per capita 
wealth may be exposed by its own statistics to be little value 
unless verified. The 225,000 incompetent Indians are credited 
with a total wealth in 1924 of $1,052,849,047, and in 192{) t~at 
enormous paper total is reported to have increased to 
$1,656,046,550, or over 50 per cent in one year. Indian wealth, 
like Indian census figures and Indian health statistics, should 
be subjected to close scrutiny. 

WHO OWNS THE INDIANS' '' WEALTH"? 

Practically the entire increase in wealth claimed by the 
Indian Bureau is from oil wells in a limited district and wealth 
that belongs to a small fraction of the total number of Indians. 
Not 5 per cent of the total number of Indians probably have 
reaped any benefit, direct or indirect, from the on wells, yet 
the camouflage proposition of wealth per capita is made to 
cover starving Indians from Fort Peck Reservation, on the 
Canadian border, to the Pimas, 2,000 miles distant in Arizona. 

The discovery of oil in Oklahoma is of no more value to the 
Fort Peck or Hopi or Piutes or Pimas or Klamaths than the 
wealth of the Czar's family was to the Russian serf. A 
$56,000,000 diamond crown for the Czar or a $1,100,000 Jackson 
Barnett fortune made in Oklahoma oil divided by Commissioner 
Burke between a mission and a kidnaping wife, with extras 
to Attorneys McGuggan and Mott and others, by no possibility 
can add one farthing to the wealth of the poverty-stricken Cali
fornia Indians or to 95 per cent of nearly 200 other tribes that 
have no more interest in nor right to any Oklahoma Indians' oil 
wealth than they have to the diamonds in the Czar's crown. 

A bare statement of the case illustrates the specious, almost 
childlike, wealth argument characteristic of Indian Bureau 
methods of news releases when estimating increases of Indian 
property, increase in population, health statistics, and other 
claims all sadly in need of authentic confirmation. Needless to 
say I have no interest to serve other than that of the Indians 
whom I believe to be grossly mistreated and misgoverned under 
the present system. My statements ~t variance with the bu
reau's showing are based on what I believe to be more reliable 
information than that gained through bureau "statistics." 
They are offered primarily to induce Congress either in the 
House or preferably in the Senate where investigations are 
more easily had, and possibly more thorough, to give this sub· 
ject of Indian misgovernment, for which Congress is primarily 
Tesponsible, the study, investigation, and legislation it impera
tively needs. Statements by bureau officials of increase in 
Indian population are specious and misleading as will be readily 
seen in an analysis that I shall offer later in my remarks. Con-

. ceding, however, for the sake of argument, that an element of 
truth exists in either case, the charges of specific misuse of 
property and of Indian persons repeatedly made have not been 
answered. That is an issue that requires real investigation. 

RESULTS OF INDIAN BUREAU CONTROL 

One purpose in traveling thrm_Igh these resen-ations was to 
study present methods of Indian control, and I submit that 
the progress in constructive help since the days of the first 
commissioner, Elbert Herring, in 1832, down to date, covering 

nearly a century, would make a turtle's pace a real marathon 
race by comparison. 

This is not accidental, for $1,600,000,000, the bureau Indian 
property estimate, is a nice, juicy plum to control and $90-
000,000 in securities a fine sum of money to handl~ where n~ 
responsibility _ exists for interest or investments and where no 
board of directors can meddle and no judge can interfere as 
in other cases of trusteeship or guardianship. Yet starving 
Indians are with us to-day, ·if sworn statements and reports 
from authentic sources are to be believed. 

I shall not attempt to .cover any considerable portion of 
co~plaints received against the Indian Bureau system, ·com
plamts that go back for 70 years against a bureau that is petl'i
fied or . ossified and directly responsible for conditions among 
the Indians of to-day. Often the bureau has openly joined with 
white plunderers in despoiling the Indian. I am prepared to 
submit evidence which must carry conviction to any unpreju
diced mind that this is practiced to-day. Near the outset of 
my 4,500 mile trip, which began in Montana, I met delegations 
fro~ Fort Peck, Flathead, and other tribes, including five 
Indians who drove a Chevrolet car 500 miles, day and night 
to lay before me and others their charge that the Fo-rt Peck 
Indians living near the Canadian border were close to starva
tion. Later on our trip I had · reason to believe other tribes 
were living on half rations or less and because of no fault on 
their part, but due to mismanagement and mistreabnent from 
the Indian Bureau. 

STARVING Th"DIANS ONCE ATE DOGS AND HORSES-LITTLE FOOD NOW 

I .asked one of the Fort Peck Indians, who impressed me with 
his intelligence, honesty, and straightforwardness, to send a 
sworn statement of conditions on that reservation. This he 
ha~ done, and as late as December 28, 1926, he swears to a 
state of facts on his reservation that in itself should start a 
congressional investigation. If we can get exercised over starv· 
ing poor in China and Armenia, where we have no direct· 
responsibility for conditions, what will be said of our direct 
r~sponsibility for many tribes of Indians among whom poverty 
like that set forth in this affidavit is common to all members 
of the tribe? The affidavit just received is as follows: 
STATE OF MONTANA, 

Co1mty of Roose-velt, ss: 
Martin Mitchell, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says : 

I am now 57 years of age, a member of the Fort Peck Assiniboine Tribe, 
born in Montana, and reside in the city of Wol! Point, Mont. 

If we are poor to-day, it is not our fault; it is the Indian Bureau's 
fault. If the Indian Bureau left us alone we would be better off. 

In about 1880 these Indians (Assiniboines) were about 2,000 in 
number, but to-day they are a little over 600. In about 1881 the 
Indian Bureau gave orders to kill off all the buffalo ; before the buffalo 
were killed the Indians were all strong and healthy and no disease 
among them. After the buffalo were all killed I remember the Indian 
agent told the Indians, "Now your buffaloes are all killed and gone, 
and now you have to stay here on the reservation, and we are going to 
feed you," and that winter it was a hard winter; the Indians were 
starving. They gave us rations once a week-just enough to last one 
day-and the Indians they started to ea~ their pet dogs ; after they ate 
all their dogs up they started to eat their ponies. All this time the 
Indian Bureau had a warehouse full of . grub ; they stationed seven 
Indian policemen at the door so the Indians could not get at the food; 
this all happened in the winter of 1883 and 1884. Some of the In· 
dians-their whole families starved to death. Early that spring I saw 
tha dead bodies of the Indians wrapped in blankets and piled up like 
cordwood in the village of Wol! Point, and the other Indians were so 
weak they could not bury their dead. What were left were nothing but 
skeletons. I think the Indian ·Bureau should have been prosecuted for 
murder or manslaughter at that time. That was the hardest time 
endured by the .Assiniboine Indians since coming on this reservation. 
Now I think we are about to go through the same thing. 

About a year after .our hard times the Government issued a cow to 
each of them; it was no time when every one of us had a nice bunch 
of cattle. Every fall we used to ship a trainload of cattle to the mar
kets in Chicago. We were happy, we had plenty, we had nothing to 
worry about. But this did not look good to the Indian Bureau ; they 
leased our reservation to a big cattle company against our will and 
protest. In one year after that we were broke. We were flat broke 
again. Then we sold a gravel pit to the railway company and we 
got $2,000. Then we bought sheep with that money; 400 ewes, tribal 
herd. We all pitched in and built sheds and put up the hay. Our 
intentions were when we got about !i,OOO head we were going 
to divide up among the Indians and go into sheep busines2; that was 
our intentions. When we got about 2,000 head, the Indian Bureau 
sold them all, and then they bought us some poor heifers and 
we got one apiece ; now we started in the cattle business ; it was not 
long when we had a bunch of cattle, every one of us; we were happy 
again. Then the Indian Bureau leased our reservation to a big cattle 
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outfit again and in one year we were all flat broke. So we do not 
know what to do now if the Indian Bureau does things against our will 
and keeps us broke all the time. 

The way it looks to me we could be better off a hundred times with· 
out the Indian Bureau. 

It just puzzles me how these Indians are going to pull through this 
winter; we had no crop and n·o hay; we had a per capita payment this 
month, $50 apiece, but we were broke the next day. -The traders were 
good enough to keep us from starving, and we gladly paid our bills. 
Of course we did not all get the $50, because the Indian Bureau col· 
lected as much as they could for reimb1;1rsable loans. Now, we can't 
stand it much longer under the present administration. The Indian 
Bureau has got to change their system ; they ought to reorganize it, 
and if they do, first thing they ought to call in all the Indian inspec
tors and pay them off. They are the ones who cause us all our 
troubles. They just go around whitewashing everything. The Gov
ernment can't find out anything about the true conditions of the 
Indians from those sports. You must have special inspectors if you 
want to find out anything. Ever since I can remember there have been 
over a thousand iiispectors visited us ; only one, F. E. Leupp, did the 
right thing. He was sent by President Roosevelt. 

If given opportunity, I will present more facts and evidence about 
the hardships the Indians would have to endure during this winter; 
that possibly some of them would starve to death, unless aid was 
extended to them. 

I know this is going to be pretty tough on me for making this 
statement, but I must tell the truth and I don't care what they do 
to me; I want to save my people. 

MARTI!{ MITCHELL. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 28th day of December, A: D. 
1926. 

C. L. ROGERS, 

Notary Public tor the Btate of Montana. 

Evidence of similar conditions among the Pimas, Klamaths, 
and other tribes, I am assured, can be furnished to any congres
sional investigating committee. 

"HIGHWAY ROBBERY" OF INDIANS BY THE BUREAU 

I have stated that the Indian Commissioner has approved legis
lative robbing of the Indians. I will not knowingly misstate any 
case and so give specific facts that from personal examination 
I now know to be true. Last session I protested in the House 
vigorously against the passage of the $100,000 charge against 
the Navajo Indians for a bridge at Lees Ferry. Senators in 
debate then declared the charge to be " highway robbery " of 
the Indians. They were right, in my judgment, in use of that 
expression. 

Secretary Work reported to Congress on this bridge that
The bridge will furnish an important outlet for the Navajo Indians, 

facilitating their communication with the whites and assisting them 
in their progress to a more advanced civilization. In view of the fact 
that they will derive great benefit from the proposed bridge, estimated 
to equal the benefit which will be derived by the white settlers, it 
would be reasonable that the $100,000 be made reimbursable to the 
United States and remain a charge upon the lands and funds of these 
Indians until paid. 

It is no exaggeration to say that the statement quoted from 
the report, whlch I assume Secretary Work signed unknow
ingly, was absolutely false froni beginning to end. The Indian 
Bureau could not have been innocent, when it not only violated 
its express duty to protect the Indians in their property rights 
but supported a successful effort to mislead Congress when 
robbing this defenseless tribe. No Indian was called to Wash
ington to testify before any committee. Out of 34,000 Indians, 
the bureau saw to it tbat none came to tell Congress the truth. 

Last session Senator C.UIERO~, Republican, of Arizona, called 
this act of the Indian Bureau "highway robbery." In com
pany with Senator BRAT'rON, Democrat, of New Mexico, who 
called it " an iniquity," CAMERON and a handful of Senators 
lleld tlle bill up for many days, as I have heretofore stated, 
although the imperative importance of a great appropriation 
bill over other interests made its early passage necessary. All 
of these facts I set forth in speech of April 23. 

Not one Senator in debate gave any reason for the $100,000 
bridge nor defended the brazen injustice to the Navajos that 
results from the reimbursable charge. Not one employee of 
the Indian Bureau, I submit, will offer any reasonable excuse 
for the successful effort to deceive Congress. I will not repeat 
evidence offered in my speeches in the House of February 4 
and of April 23, wherein many witnesses were quoted aga.i..llst 
the bridge who had personal knowledge of the farcical sad
dling onto an Indian tribe of $100,000 in ord..::r to help a 
white tourist concern. These statements were not and can not 
be successfully answered by the Indian Bureau. If the Indian 
Bureau would rob the Navajo Tribe of $100,000 for a bridge, 
it would rob other Indians of a greate~ amount wheD: give~ 

opportunity. This has been done by the present Indian Bureau, 
as I am prepared. to show, but first I wish to add some per
sonal, definite knowledge of the character of the Lees Ferry 
Navajo Bridge fraud that was put through Congress by gross 
misrepresentation. 

FACTS NOT PLACED BEFORE CONGRESS 

This bridge is to be built across the Colorado River at• the 
nearest point above the Grand Canyon where a bridge crossing 
is practicable. The point selected is approximately 75 miles or 
more above the Angel Trail, but due to the circuitous trail 
necessary to reach the ferry landing, the distance from what is 
known as the south rim to the north rim across the canyon by 
way of Lees Ferry or the proposed bridge is not far from 200 
miles, about equally distant on both sides from the ferry. After 
driving in 9ur car south through Utah I drove from the north 
rim of the canyon by the nearest route to Lees Ferry and 
crossed the rope ferry over to the south side of the Colorado 
and thence down to the nearest settlement, Tuba City. This 
distance in miles seems trivial, but with the car used we fre
quently drove 50 to 60 miles an hour on good roads. It took 
from early morning until about 8 p. m. to cover the distance 
across the ferry, because it was impossible to average much over 
10 miles an hour during part of the way. 

No other roads north of the Colorado or on the south side 
connect at Lees Ferry or at any point within many miles of the 
ferry that we observed. We were on the only road traveled. I 
quote from the diary of the trip across the ferry made by me on 
September 22 and written on the following day at Tuba City: 

We left the not·th rim [of the canyon] about 8 a. m. and drove about 
45 miles to Jacobs Pool • • •. From Jacobs Pool we drove about 
65 miles to Lees Ferry. Only one settler was met about halfway to the 
ferry. • • • During the last 35 miles of the drive to the ferry we 
did not meet a soul on the road or see a tree or a single water hole. 
It was deserted excepting for a few scattered cattle during the 35 miles. 
Not a half dozen settlers live within 35 miles of the ferry, we were told. 

We crossed at the ferry over the Colorado with Deputy Sheriff 
·Moon running the rope ferry. He said the place was the last hole 
in creation. That he could handle all the traffic and averaged about 
two cars a day ($3 each) during September. 

We drove along the south side of the Colorado River for about 
50 miles (on the Navajo Reservation), and it was as deserted for 
tbe entire distance as on the north side, excepting toward the last 
20 miles we stopped at two small traders' shanties and saw several 
small Navajo hogans (houses), but it was almost as bad as on the 
north side, treeless and waterless, until near Tuba City, which we 
reached about 8 p. m. 

NOT O:SE INDIAN WITNESS CALLED BY THE BUREAU 

Tuba " city " consi ts of a few reservation buildings, including 
a school and one trader's store. No other store or industries. 
A small monthly pamphlet, published by the Indian Rights 
Association (Inc.), Philadelphia, and edited by 1\1. K. Sniffen, 
contains the following in its October, 1926, number: 

After visiting the proposed site for the Lees Ferry Bridge over the 
Colorado River, in Arizona, the editor does not wonder that the Navajo 
Indians object to having $100,000 of their funds used for its con
struction. Not an Indian lives within 25 miles of the site on the 
reservation side, and the nearest settlement across the river is 
about 80 miles distant. 

There is now no approach to the site, and if the bridge is ever built 
it will be necessary to construct a road across the western part of 
the Navajo Reservation that will cost not less than $300,000. It is 
a white man's proposition and no stretch of imagination can justify 
ut~ing '100,000 from the Navajo funds for such purpose. 

This subject was discussed at the tribal council held at Fort De
fiance in July, and while the Indians were willing to have funds 
derived from oil bonuses and rentals used for reservation improvements 
they were unanimously opposed to the Lees Ferry bridge scheme. 

The Indian Rights organization is very conservative, rarely 
questioning any action of the Indian Bureau, so the foregoing 
is quoted to show that every witness familiar with the " high
way robbery," as it is called by Senator CAMERO:N, agrees that· 
no Indians or whites live or can live anywhere near this bridge. 
More signiiicant, the Indians were "unanimously opposed to the 
Lees Ferry bridge scheme" put over by Secretary Work and the 
Indian Bureau. 
CONGIU'lSS NEGLECTS ITS INDIAN WARDS, BUT IS ASKED TO GBAB THEIR 

LAST DOLLARS FOR A TOURIST B~HDGE 

Commissioner Sells felt SDme responsibility, which apparently 
has been overlooked by present bureau officials, when he said, 
on page 75 of the Snyder inve~tigation of the Navajos living in 
New Mexico and Arizona-

The Indians of the Southwest, including the Navajos, the Napes, 
the Apaches, the Pimas, and the Papagoes have all been consider· 
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ably neglected. They have bad very little help from the Government. 
• • • The Navajos have gone through all sorts of trouble. 

No Indian was ever called to Washington when the bridge 
fraud was perpetrated on the Navajo tribe and also on Con
gress, which was misled into passing the bridge bill. With 
about $900,000 reimbursable charges against the Navajo In
dians by Congress on the recommendation of the Indian Bureau, 
we were advised last session that this tribe, the most back
ward of any in the country according to the bureau, had only 
$116,000 with which to pay all debts shouldered onto the In
dians by the bureau. 'rhe bureau's handling of reimbursable 
charges will be referred to later. 

Believing it important to disclose the character of such 
charges recommended by the Indian Bureau against its wards, 
the Indians, I have searched for the truth in this Navajo case, 
and from the te~ony submitted by Senators in debate, also 
from all the people we met within 50 miles and more of Lees 
Ferry br.i.dge, whites and Indians, I firmly believe no greater 
fraud could have been perpetrated on Congress or against any 
Indian tribe than this Lees Ferry reimbursable charge of 
$100,000 against the Navajo Indians, with $300,000 more here
after for roads and approaches to follow, all to be built, without 
shadow of doubt, for the white automobile tourist trade and 
not one dollar really expended for the benefit of Indians. This 
fraud, begun in the Sixty-eighth Congress and completed this 
year, is an evidence of Indian Bureau gross malfeasance and 
other charges against Indians are equally indefensible. 

CUTTING MEDICAL SUPPLIES TO BUILD WHITE TOURIST BRIDGES 

It should be remembered that these Navajo Indians are in 
great need of medical service, of education, and of the bare 
necessities of life. For instance, the doctor at Tuba City, 
nearl~ a hundred miles distant from the nearest railway station, 
admitted he had 7,000 Indians under his care scattered over a 
territory presumably 50 miles square or 2,500 square miles, 
with only one nurse. His small requisition for necessary medi
cal supplies of about $1,000 for 7,000 Navajo Indians, with 
other medical applications, I understand, was cut in half by the 
Indian Bureau. And that bureau approved and recommended a 
charge of $100,000 against the Navajo Indians for a white 
tourist bridge, with $300,000 more to follow if approaches are 
built as stated by witnesses, yet cuts needed medical supplies. 
Some of the information was not voluntarily given but a con
gi"essional committee would have little difficulty in learing the 
facts. 

Why would Senators, during debate, Republicans and Demo
crats alike, familiar With the facts, charge the Indian Bureau 
with highway robbery and swindling of Indians, unless it is 
a fact, and if a fact why will Congress sit complacently by 
and permit itself to be drugged by these same officials? That 
question can not be lightly brushed aside when all witnesses 
are practically a unit in denouncing the fraud on Congress as 
well as on the Indians. 

Commissioner Burke absolves himself from blame by shoulder
ing it on the Secretary of the Interior when in his unique 
defense he said ( p. 30) : 

The Bureau of Indian Affairs does not control the estate of the 
Indians. * • • I want to say that we have at the bead of that 
department (Interior) a man from the West, who is a great physician, 
big hearted, a man who bas not only got red blood in him but a great 
administrator, and I want to say to you that there will not be anythlng 
happen while be is Secretary of the Interior that will do injustice to 
the Indians. 

How about this $100,000 Navajo bridge robbery item that 
Secretary Work recommended to Congress, and the $300,000 
more to come, and a $900,000 reimbursabte charge now against 
the Navajos, and, in fact, how about many other fraudulent 
Indian bridge items. Did the red-blooded or blue-blooded Sec
retary know what he signed when he said the white settlers 
and the Indians would be equally benefited by the Lees Ferry 
Bridge and that $100,000 was a fair charge for Congress to 
make against these Indians? 

Did any Secretary of the Interior sign that recommendation 
to Congress without " doing injustice to the Indians," and with 
his manifold duties did he know what he was signing when he 
approved many other unjust bridge and irrigation items or 
<leals like the kidnaping marriage and division of Jackson 
Barnett's $1,000,000 of property which the Indian Burea.u ap
proved? 

A RED-HANDED BUREAU UNDER A RED-BLOODED SECRETABY 

I shall not attempt to fix the degree of responsibility to be 
borne by the Secretary or by the Indian Bureau for these mat
ters, but some one is responsible not only for what has been 
done but for what will be done in the future', and Commissioner 

Burke's effort to escape responsibility by a eulogy of the Secre
tary with "red blood" must not be taken too seriously. 

In a speech made February 4, last, I said that from informa
tion I had then receiYed, bridges had been built across the 
Rio Grande River on the San Juan and Cochiti Indian Reser
vations· charged reimbursable against the Indians. of those 
pueblos, and on that occasion I stated I was informed the 
San Juan Indians did not use the bridge one-tenth as often 
as white settlers who were given the use of the bridge at 
the exclusiYe expense of the Indians. During Indian Com
missioner Burke's " defense" before the Indian Committee he 
said he did not get the same information I had received from 
others. When in New Mexico and Arizona I asked to cross the 
San Juan Bridge and examine conditions for myself. This I did 
driving many miles for that purpose, and the only people cross~ 
ing the bridge while I was there were several Mexican settlers 
living on the other side. On my return to the neighboring Indian 
village I asked the president of all the Pueblos-some 8,000 in 
number-what proportion of Indians used the San Juan Bridge 
and he said he would ask the governor of the San Jua~ 
Pu'eblo, which he did, repeating several questions I asked him to 
answer. Less than 1 Indian to every 10 white persons use the 
bridge, the governor answered, and he did not know that the 
bridge or any part of it had been made reimbursable against 
his tribe. He was the head of that tribe and a man of fine 
intelligence, but how could he know what the Indian Office, 
3,000 miles away in Washington, was doing with his funds when 
no witnesses were called before the San Juan fraud was put 
through Congress. 

1 submit that this charge of some $40,000 against the San 
Juan Indians is without any justification and that no inaccuracy 
occurred in the indefensible San Juan Bridge charge made 
against Commissioner Burke. · The Indian governor and others 
so testified. Mr. Burke's statement that Congress was to blame 
for the · charge and not himself, as shown on page 10 of his 
defense, is much like his attempt to load responsibility for the 
Navajo bridge onto Secretary Work. Neither would have 
passed Congress without the approval of Commissioner Bm·ke. 

Congress would not have made the charge without the ac
quiescence 6f the Indian Commissioner, that is certain ; and 
the facts show that with more than 10 white persons using this 
bridge to every Indian, the entire charge was made against 
the Indians recently in the same manner that $100,000 was 
charged against the Navajos for a bridge that is absolutely of 
no yalue to them. 

THE PIMA WHITE TOGRIST BRIDGE ALSO trHIGHWAY ROBBEBY" 

One night about 50 miles from Phoenix, when driving out to 
an Indian reservation, we came to a modern stone and concrete 
bridge apparently nearly a quarter of a mile in length that 
stretched across a dry bed of the Gila, where water rarely flows 
and never interferes with automobile fording more than two or 
three days of the year-so we were told at the reservation. 
This expensive modern bridge structure, not yet completed, was 
surmounted with impressive lamp posts and large-sized globes 
every few feet apart, and it was connected with a modern grav
eled road that would be a credit to any State for automobile 
travel. · 

·we learned that the bridge and road were part of the direct 
tourist trunk line from Phoenix to Tucson, and so far as we 
could observe it was built in keeping with surroundings of 
Niagara Falls or some popular Washington suburb instead of 
the Arizona desert. 

When we asked whence came the beautiful bridge with its 
ornamental lamp posts and heavy stone railings far out in the 
desert we were told it was a bridge and roadway that would 
cost nearly a half million dollars, built across part of the Pima 
Reservation, and forming part of the direct tourist trunk line 
between the two cities named, and was built in connection with 
an irrigation dam at the same point. The extra cost for the 
bridge was estimated by reservation people at several hundred 
thousand dollars. 

The Indians on the reservation continue to cross at the ford 
where they have crossed for centuries, at a point a couple of 
miles or more above where the bridge stands, but where the 
village is located. To use the bridge they would have to drive 
4 miles out of their way, we were told, whereas the ford is 
always used the year round, excepting on two or three days. 

I asked an Indian interpreter how many Indians would ever 
use the great costly bridge, compared with the whites, and he 
said not one in a thousand, while others ag1·eed the bridge is 
useless for any Indians. I asked who paid for the bridge, and 
was told they had heard it ·was part of an irrigation dam 
project and that the Indians were expected to foot the entire 
cost of bridge and ditch, that in an probability will reach nearly 
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a million dollars. I have not all the details as to the charge, 
but this tribe is known as the Pimas, whose death rate is sev
eral times that of the Whites in Arizona; and the white tourist 
bridge has increased the reimbursable cost to the Indians sev
eral hundred thousand dollars. This was made possible by 
Indian Bureau connivance. 

Regarding this infamous Pima bridge fraud Meritt in his 
defense of the bureau's action said (p. 47) : 

When the Indian dies and his estate is settled we will require the 
heirs to reimburse the Government for this splendid benefit that is 
being extended to the Indians of that [Pima] reservation. 

The Pima Indians are very poor and seek now to get a 
livelihood out of the parched earth by aid of a few irrigation 
wells. They are not the builders nor users of the ornamental 
bridge, but they will pay handsomely for the white man's 
bridge now building, which is another case of "highway rob
bery," unbelievable to those not acquainted with the facts. 
The best investment this Congress can make would be to send a 
committee throughout the Southwest to learn these facts for 
themselves and then put the commissioner and his assistant on 
the carpet. When Mr. Meritt read his address to an Oakland 
audience he professed to believe I was criticizing the Pima irri
gation project. On page 106 of his questioning he admits this 
bridge "is a beautiful bridge" charged against the Pima In
dians; yet these Indians have no use for it and were not con
sulted about it, but the bridge unquestionably is built for white 
tourists on the regular trunk highway between two Arizona 
cities. 

Meritt says this bridge will be paid for by Indian heirs when 
Indians now living die, and as the death rate among the Pimas 
is several times as large as the rate among the whites it is a 
business element that should favorably impress Mr. Meritt, 
whose bureau has cut medical requisitions for Indians down to 
50 per cent in cases I am ready to present to any real investi
gating committee. 

PILL'iG UP ILLEGAL REIMBURSABLE CHARGES AGAINST INDIANS 

I am informed that in 1919 Assistant Commissioner Meritt 
stated before the House Indian Affairs Committee more than 
$3,000,000 of reimbursable charges then existing agab:\st Indian 
property is illegitimate and ought to be wiped out. If so, I 
ask who made them illegitimate, and what effort has been 
made by the Secretary of the Interior or Indian Commissioner 
Burke during the last six years to right the wrong? If 
$3,000,000 was illegitimate in 1919, I predict it is more than 
double that amount now, for which the Indian Bureau is 
responsible. Indian property is mortgaged for $3,000,000 or 
$5,000,000, or more, by congressional act, that admittedly is an 
improper charge; and yet the bm·eau, acquainted with the facts, 
makes no effort to relieve the Indians from this injustice, but 
piles up the fraudulent charges. On page 107 of his remarkable 
defense of the bureau, Mr. l\Ieritt said of reimbursable items 
charged against Indians that their collection "is left to the 
discretion of the commissioner." Meritt or his bureau in the 
face of such successful efforts to mislead Congress on neces
sary Indian items come to us with fulsome praise for the 
Navajo and Pima bridges that are both without merit; yet 
that is bureau logic which goes with fraudulent Indian charges 
that can not be defended. 

Nowhere else in all legislative proc·edure, I submit, will snch 
power be found lodged with a single bureau official. Congress 
appropriates money from the Treasury. On approval of Mr. 
Burke it is made reimbursable whenever, if at all, Mr. Burke 
decides it should be paid. The fraud primarily practiced on 
Congress is without parallel in any other department of the 
Government, and with the Indians it is inconceivably unjust 
and indefensible. With the Pima white-tourist bridge it is 
highway robbery. 

In 1919 the reimbursable charges against Indian property 
was about $23,000,000, and it is a matter entirely within the 
knowledge of the Indian Bureau just bow much these charges 
have grown since 1919. The commissioner decides what claims 
are to be paid and he alone. No report or publication by the 
Indian B~eau, to my knowledge, gives these facts that are of 
vital interest to the Indians and of more vital interest to Con
gress. What is being done with the charges and bow are they 
being paid? For, of course, charges against the San Juan 
Indians of $40,000 for a white man's bridge or $400,000 against 
the Pimas for a white man's bridge can not be paid now from 
their tribal funds, and presumably never, because both tribes 
are poor and needy ; nor should one dollar ever be repaid, in 
fact. Yet in 1919 hearings it was ·stated that more than 
$8,000,000 had already been collected from different Indian 
tribes and applied on their reimbursable debts. Possibly one
half of the balance and more should be repealed, and those 
who have been responsible in deceJ,ving Congress a!).d robbing 

the Indians on such items should be made to answer both to 
Congress and to the Indians. 

With the Kaibab Tribe, ·which I visited, a few poor helpless 
Indians have been charged a reimbursable fee, and yet the 
only tribal income, so far as I could learn at the reserva
tion, comes from poor grazing land that is leased at about 
llh cents per acre to white cattlemen and the receipts then 
used to buy a tribal herd, which in turn affords what little 
money is now used to pay for a tourist road through the 
reservation. This reimbursement is being made, I understand, 
by collecting a few needed dollars from these poverty-stricken 
Indians. The Indian Bureau bas not waited for these Indians 
to die. They pay a few dollars that is squeezed out of the 
cattle deal, but it is worse than stealing from the blind, be
cause they are poor and utterly helpless to resist the bureau's 
tourist " highway robbery." • 

Any committee that investigates the Indian question should, 
among its first duties, learn the total reimbursable charges 
against all the Indians, the amount chargeable agains·t the dif
ferent tribes, the purpose of the charge and whether ever 
proper or not, the ability of the Indians to pay toward such 
charge, and whether, as I am informed, some of these Indians 
not far removed from starvation, with little property of any 
value, are being squeezed and their insignificant income shaved 
by the Indian Bureau in order to meet grossly unjust charges. 

MANY MILLIONS OF FRAUDULENT BUREAU INDIAN CHARGES 

1\fany cases can be pointed out involving a total of millions 
of dollars charged reimbursable against different Indian tribes 
for bridges, highways, irrigation projects, and other purposes, 
largely to be used by white people, which, however, have been 
made a charge against the Indians. These are not all caused 
by the present Indian commissioner, Mr. Burke, for some of 
these so-called "improvements" for whites at Indian e~ense 
were made by Congress under the advice and approval of their 
predecessors in office. No cases, however, within the past half 
century, I assert, will be found more iniquitous or indefensible 
in character than the Navajo Indian $100,000 highway bridge 
robbery or the Pima bridge, of great expense, with connecting 
highway charges that will follow both bridge charges. 

Any system is vicious that permits any official or any bureau 
to prostitute his or its powers by robbing or permitting rob
bery of the helpless Indians. When the relation of guardian· 
ship and ward is involved the extent of the injustice is a hun
dredfold worse. I am not directing my charges alone to pres
ent or past officials but to an infamous system that permits 
such things to exist and of which they ilre a part. 

No investigation of the Department of the Interior or Indian 
Bureau by itself will ever offer any exposure of corruption 
due to this practice. If an independent investigation by Con· 
gtess can not develop an honest, responsible, helpful, and con
structive policy for handling the Indian question, then the 
result will be of little value, but with " incompetent" Indians 
under the control of the bureau on the increase and oil-well In
dian property increasing 50 per cent in value in one year, and 
p:-esent methods of handling funds and standards of autocratic 
guardianship irresponsibility as bad as related, a radical 
change is called for, and Congress is the only agency able to 
bring about snch change. 
JACKSON BARNETT SWINDLm> BY AN ALLJ:GIID INDIAN BUREAU CONSPIRACY 

Many individual charges of injustice are brought against the 
Indian Bureau. It is unnecessary again to refer to them in 
detail where I have done so before, except to say that in one 
case to which Mr. Meritt referred, and which I discussed 
in · speech of April 23, where a whitewashing investiga
tion of the present commissioner by the House commit
tee was bad, in the Jackson Barnett case, a New York 
court bas been examining into the proceeding to ascertain if 
sufficient fraud and injustice appears to set aside the gift of 
$1,100,000 made by Barnett to his wife and a Baptist mission, 
equally divided in amounts of $550,000 each. As heretofore 
stated, the charge was made by the Government's attorneys that 
Barnett's wife was formerly a widow of ill repute. It is set 
forth by a lengthy report of detectives that she helped get Bar
nett, a simple-minded Indian, drunk and kidnaped him, then 
married him, and then got the Indian commissioner to agree 
to a division of Barnett's property, as set forth, reserving 
only to him during Barnett's life an income from the property. 
The . scandal surrounding the marriage, the speed in getting 
hold of Barnett's property, are all matters of record, but the 
most significant part lies in the fact tha_t the Indian Bureau 
was not only a party to taking the fortune from this Indian, 
subject to the life's income, but no transfer could have been 
bad without the approval of the Indian Bureau, and no court 
review is now to be bad, according to the bureau's contention. 

I have recited the facts heretofore in various speeches, 
~eluding ~e4UY Wo~k's letter to the President, but add 
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briefly that all papers tn the case were signed by Barnett 
with his thumb print. The Associated Press report . of 
the trial in New York stated that a guardian was appointed 
by the Oklahoma court to set aside and recover the $550,000 
given to the mission society and of the $550,000 given to the 
wife. Of this latter amount it was also alleged, as heretofore 
stated, the wife paid Harold McGuggan, an attorney who was 
prime mover in the conspiracy, $150,000, and Mr. McGuggan 
paid $50,000 of this amount to M. L. Mott, described as a 
close friend of Commissioner of Indian Affairs Charles H. 
Burke. 

In the Associated Press report of November 17 it was stated 
further that the United States Government, an intervening 
petitioner in the suit, decided to withdraw its allegations of 
fraud against Albert B. Fall, formerly Secretary of the Interior, 
and also against Charles H. Burke, Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. 

In other words, the Attorney General's office, representing 
the United States Government, withdrew its charge of fraud 
against Commissioner Burke, but alleged and contends the gift 
of his property was improperly made by Burke. Charges of 
" cupidity and stupidity " made against Fall and Burke by the 
guardian's attorney were heard by the court, but the question 
of the motive that actuated the Indian Commissioner to have 
McGuggan, an attorney, paid $150,000, of which his friend Mr. 
1\fott was paid $50,000, and other peculiar earmarks in the case 
would not be investigated by any court where the case turned 
on other issues. That is a province of a real investigation 
committee. 

' On November 30 Bailey, guardian, seeking to protect Barnett 
against the fraudulent gift of all his property to :...is new wife 
and against the mission society, received his reward by his 
removal by an Oklahoma com·t in Novem,ber. Whether the 
$150,000 that was to go to one attorney under the division of 
his property, with $50,000 of that amount to be paid Mott, the 
Indian Commissioner's friend, figured in the removal is not dis
closed, but any effort of the guardian to protect his ward 
aroused every opposing interest that was to profit from the 
di'dsion of Barnett's property. 

THE SACBED lNDI.AN BUREAU IS ABOVE ALL LAW 

The reason giyen by the court for the removal is that the 
Interior Department (Indian Bureau) had the sole right to 
administer the $1,100,000 property of Jackson Barnett. With
out court review, or any accounting to any court, this decision 
holds in effect that all the property of the 225,000 restricted 
Indians is under exclusive jurisdiction of Indian Commis
sioner Burke. The only authority over the Indian Bureau is 
Congress; and with a multitude of matters occupying its atten
tion, Congre. s can not review Mr. Burke's action. Until a con
structive plan is adopted for the protection of the 225,000 so
called incompetent Indians a specific method of court review 
should be provided by law for all such cases. 

On the one hand, the bureau aids or directs an Indian old 
and feeble-minded to give away practically all his property, 
over a million dollars in amount, and yet it holds 225,000 Indi
ans of all standards of intelligence in subjection so that they 
can not sell, lease, or will their p1·operty, amounting to $1,600,-
000.000, without the bureau's express consent. 

The question of property rights as now controlled and ad
ministered by the Indian Bureau calls for a thorough overhaul
ing and a constructive plan that will permit Indians without 
unnecessary delay to become self-supporting, worthy of the citi
zenship Congress has given to every adult Indian. 

The entire subject is of vital importance to the Indians. It 
is of more importance to Congress that witnesses the deceit, 
fraud, and neglect which all too frequently accompanies a situ
ation where an unrestricted bureau, not responsible to any 
court, has the handling of $1,600,000,000 in property belonging 
to 225,000 " restricted " Indians. 

I do not intend to repeat the record of neglect of health and 
general lack of proper care heretofore set forth in speeches in 
the House on the Indian Bureau's administration, but a brief 
mention of Indian Bureau inexcusable neglect is here offered. 

INDI..L~ UEALTH AXD l\10RTALITY STATISTICS 

In a House congressional investigation into Indian affairs 
held in 1919 Assistant Commissioner Meritt, who recently read 
his speech to California audiences, made this statement on 
examination: 

I think there is a higher death rate among Indians than among white 
people. That is especially so with children under 5 years of age, where 
the death rate is appalling. 

He attributed the infant death rate to lack of proper care 
at childbirth and lack of proper food. Again he said: 

LXVIII-68 

It is my Impression that the Indians are suffering more from tuber
culosis now bee3:use of their new methods of living than formerly 
when they roamed the plains and forests. 

Again-
Mr. HASTINGS. Is it true that there is a greater percentage of tuber

culosis among the Indians when they are confined than when their 
reservations were larger? 

Mr. MERITT. we· have no accurate figures as to the percentage of 
tubercular Indians a gTeat many years ago, but now we have figures 
that indicate that a large number of Indians have tuberculosis. 

Mr. HERNANDEz, of New Mexico. I have in mind a small tribe of 
Inqians where about 75 per cent of them, so they claim, have tuber
culosis. 

Mr. MERI'IT. Thn.t is probably the most fiagrant condition existing in 
the Indian Service. You refer, of course, to the Jicartlla Reservation 
in New Mexico. 

Mr. HERNANDEZ. I don't know the reason for that. I was trading 
with them for several years, 20 years ago, and they were a healthy 
Indian • • •. What is the cause of that condition in that par
ticular place? 

Mr. MERITT. My impression is that a great many years ago· those 
Indians lacked sufficient food, and they got into a weakened condition, 
and the disease to which they are most sru:ceptible took hold, and we 
have never been able to eradicate it. 

Thereafter, on page 771 of hearings: 
Mr. HERNANDEZ. A sort of pessimism has taken hold of these Indians 

on account of their poor health, and then they have a reservation that 
is not susceptible of being cultivated very much. They have no water, 
but they do a little farming along some of the valleys. 

SEVENTY-FIVE PER CE:fr OF ONE TRIBE WITH TURERCULOSIS 

From the foregoing it appears that 75 per cent of these 600 
Apache Indians were sick with tuberculosis, and the bureau 
witness sought to lay responsibility to conditions a great many 
years ago. 

(Page 1103) 

Mr. HERNANDEZ. Is it a self-supporting agency? 
Mr. SHIPE. That agency can be made absolutely self·supporting. 
Mr. HER~ANDEZ. The only unfortunate circumstance in connection 

with that tribe of Indians is that they are all sick. We had better 
feed them up good and see how many we can save, because in the next 
10 years I think they will disappear unless something is done. 

To this no response was made by the bureau witness, but the 
philosophy of Hernandez, whom I met last fall in New 1\Iexico, 
is 1,000 per cent better than that announced by the Indian 
Bureau that these Indians can be made self-supporting out of 
their small property holdings. "Feed them" is his first pre
scription. Keep them from starving. That is the humane 
thing to do. 

May I also revert to statements made at two Indian reser
vations visited that a cut of 50 per cent in medical supplies by 
the Indian Bureau was charged to Coolidge economy rather 
than to bureau cheeseparing where the fault lies. 

Again I quote from the report of General Blue, Surgeon Gen
eral, Public Health Service, found in the Snyder report, not to 
fix responsibility upon the present bureau's administration but 
to ascertain facts on which t~ act intelligently. 

An investigation into Indian health conditions was held in 
1912 ; an extract from the report is as follows : 

The field investigations were begun September 28, 1912, and termi· 
nated December 30, 1912, 14 officers being assigned to the work. 
Reservation and nonreservation boarding schools in 25 States were vis
ited, and a total of 39,231 Indians examined, representing approxi
mately one-eighth of the entire Indian population of the continental 
United States. 

Attention was paid to sanitary conditions in schools and on reserva: 
tions, with special relation to housing conditions, food supply, and 
social and personal habits tending to favor the spread of disease among 
the Indian population. As a result of the examination it became evident 
that trachoma and tuberculosis are veritable scourges of the Indian 
race. 

Trachoma : Out of 39,231 Indians examined at all the reservations 
and nonreservation boarding schools visited, 8,940 individuals, or 2::!.7 
per cent of the entire-number were found· to have trachoma. * * * 

Trachoma was found to be generally prevalent in the schools to a 
greater degree than on the reservations from which the pupils arc 
drawn, and in nonreservation boarding schools it was found that 
groups of pupils from the areas where trachoma is absent, or but 
slightly prevalent, presented a high percentage of infection. The in
ference was reasonable that these pupils contracted the disease at 
auch nonreservation boarding schools. 
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Tuberculosis: Although no accurate data could be obtained relative 

to the length of time tnbt>rcnlosis has existed among t~e Indians, it 
was found that the disease is widespread among them. 

Considerable variation was noted in the case incidence of the 
disease, the percentage of tuberculous Indians varying in the several 
States and on the different reservations in the same State. The more 
primitive the Indian, generally speaking, the higher the percentage 
of tuberculosis. 

On the whole, 1t may be said that the prevalence of tuberculosis 
among the Indians is very greatly in . excess of that among the white 
race, depending on locality and the survey, as conducted, has revealed 
a situation so serious a.s to require the prosecution of vigorous meas
ures for its relief. 

Thereafter General Blue was asked if he could state whether 
or not based on his survey that tuberculosis and trachoma 
was on the increase among the Indians, to which he responded 
both diseases were very prevalent, but he was not prepared to 
say as to the increase. 

INDIAN DECREASE l:N POPULATJOX THROUGH DISEASE 

Indian Commissioner Leupp, speaking in 1910 of a decrease of 
Indian population, states that the best obtainable data are that 
between 800,000 and 900,000 Indians occupied the territory now 
known as the United States. In 1910 the Indian Office esti
mated roughly their number to be about 300,000, or a decrease of 
nearlY two-thirds due to war, famine, disease, and other causes. 
However, he adds that the decrease among the full bloods is 
far greater, because so large a proportion of those legally 
classed as Indians are from one-half to seven-eighths white or 
less. He believed the increase in mixed bloods about set off 
the full bloods, but at the same time he stated the tribal census 
rolls have not undergone a revision for a long time and usually 
added births but ignored deaths as far as possible, because 
every addition to the family meant increased rations and annu
ities, while deaths meant a decrease. 

No accurate census can be had of the Navajos or other widely 
scattered Indians, who are nomads and are liable to double 
registration or estimates where the system is necessarily crude. 
Congressman CRAMTON, of l\Iichigan, has said as much during 
debate on this Interior Department Indian bill. He certainly 
is unprejudiced in making that statement. 

California authoiities claim the Indians in that State have 
decreased from 200,000 to about 20,000, or about 90 per cent 
decrease. Certainly the decrease in New York, my own State 
of Wisconsin, and other States has been in nearly the same pro
portion. Whether any increase in Arizona, Oklahoma, and 
other States has more than kept pace with losses in those States 
is largely a matter of speculation. 

When the present Indian Commissioner or his deputy says the 
Indians, notwithstanding disease, starvation, and plagues, are 
increasing, it is proper to ask what amount of white blood 
makes an Indian ; who takes the census and how and when, 
and also whether these :figures which are paraded constantly 
in the press are more than guesses, with only guesses, in the 
past for comparison. Does his effort to show health improve
ment affect the facts? The cases of heavy mortality are 
vouched for; have the births kept pace? 

THE PIMA INDIAN STARVATION CASE 

Is the Pima's mortality :five ti.Iiles as great as among the 
whites? This is asserted by those who claim to know the facts. 

I have a copy of letter handed me in person, when in Phoenix, 
that takes my friend, Representative CRAMTON, to task 
for reflecting on the standing of Dr. Dirk Lay, a splendid 
missionary whom I have met repeatedly in Washington, and 
also out on the Pima Reservation, near Phoenix, last October. 
I can say personally that Doctor Rule, the letter writer, is 
a :fine type of fearless manhood, in or out of the ministry. 
Everybody who spoke to me of him gave unrestricted praise 
for this minister, who, in the service as an Army chaplain, 
made a splendid record. 

He defends Doctor Lay, the Pima Reservation missionary, 
without limit, and all this I insert in the letter excepting per
sonal criticisms of my distinguished colleague, that are omitted. 

Rev. Mr. Lay is an upstanding, broad-shouldered, muscular 
white missionary among the Pimas. AfiEt~J my visit to the 
Pima Reservation I am satisfied his statement of bad health 
conditions and of suffering among the Pimas is no exaggera
tion. Rev. Mr. Rule, familiar with the reservation, also ex
presses himself unreservedly. I would prefer their judgment 
and my own investigation to any gilded reports from the Indian 
Bureau. Any congressional investigating committee that will 
really investigate I predict must find conditions of neglect, 
and worse, as described by Doctor Rule and Doctor Lay. The 
letter follows : 

JULY 14, 1926. 
Hon. LOUIS C. CIUMTO~, 1\L C., 

Lapeer, Mich. 
DmA.R CoNGRESSMAN CRAMTON : I have been following the a.ffalrs at 

Washington with a new interest in the last few years, because either 
my friends Senators CAMERON, ASHURST, or Congressman lliYDEN have ' 
been sending me the records of proceedings affecting Arizona. I notice 
in " Extracts from hearings before Subcommittee of House Committee 
on Appropriations" under date of Thur-sday, May 13, 1926, that you 
are possessed of rare moral courage. Having had considerable military 
experience I know just what it takes to stand up before a company , 
of those who know you under dilfering circumstances and say, " I 
myself am a Presbyterian." • • • 

If you had taken the time to investigate, and I believe you owe it 
to yourself ae well as th9se whose taxes pay your salary, that you 
should investigate, you could never have referred to Dr. Dirk Lay as 
a "so-called Presbyterian missionary operating among these Indians, 
and otherwise in Arizona." • • • 

Doctor Lay is a Presbyterian missionary and not a " so-called " one, , 
and anyone who throws suspicion on his good standing as a missionary 
by referring to him as a " so-ealled mis·sionary " would appear to be 
actuated by motives other than Presbyterian and certainly not 
Christian. 

I am chairman of the committee which has the directive oversight of 
Doctor Lay's field • e •. I am fully conversant with conditions on 
the Pima Indian Reservation from personal observation, and many of 
the claims of Mr. Meritt, especially the one thousand and odd perma
nent houses with wooden floors, seem to me like a 1Jutt and Jeff coluUJn. 
I have been on the reservation within 10 days, too, and not about 10 
years ago as you were. 

Why did you not say it was 10 years since you were there? Further, 
I wa.s in Syria and Palestine in 1917-1919, when Uncle Sam saved a. 
million lives from death by starvation, and I know the evidences of 
stan;atlon. The Pima Indians show, on the whole, the same symptoms 
of undernourishment over a period of years that the Syrians did, and 
they are just as likely to be decimated by some epidemic disease as the 
Syrians were. The only difference I can see is the Syrians' lifeblood 
was sucked by the despicable Turk, the Pimas suffer because of in
justice and delay. 

I am a Democrat, but before that a lover of truth and a. follower of 
Him whose standard is "revile not." I hope you will not think I am 
reviling you as you do Doctor Lay, whose 14 years of missionary work 
in Arizona is an epic of sell-sacrifice unmatched by most congres· 
sional records. In the future you may safely leave out any "so
called " before Doctor Lay's name, and as be is devoting his life to the 
Pimas, you may leave out your unfortunate "and otherwise." 

• • • • • • • 
Sincerely yours, 

VICTOR A. RULE, 
C'lzairman Synod's Committee on Xational Missions. 

The death rat~ among the Pimas has been reported to be 
about five times the mortality rate among the whites. That is 
an issue over which the Indian Bureau is concerned. Not as 
to the facts but publicity given to the facts. Mr. Meritt, above 
named, cuts medical supplies in half when the ·washington 
office is doing cheeseparing but recommends a white-tourist 
bridge for the poverty-stricken Pimas at a co t of several hun
dred thousand dollars when the Pimas did not know of the 
Santa Claus act for which Mr. Meritt was charging them; and 
he did this act notwithstanding the undernourishment and high 
death rate char·ged to Indian Bureau neglect. The Pima death 
rate is notoriously high, and responsibility therefor rests at the 
doors of the Indian Bureau. That is the issue. 

THE INDIAN BUREAU'S RESPONSIBILITY FOR ZUNI INDIAN DEATHS 
Out of a large amount of data that has come to my hanlls 

and cases which came under my own observation, I cite the 
Zunis, whom I visited last October. 

For 10 years the largest Pueblo Indian tribe has been dying 
off with dysentery, typhoid, and other diseases caused by drink
ing water from shallow wells polluted by sewage from the Indian 
reservation and school buildings built by the Indian Bureau. 
This constant menace to life and the heavy sick and mortality 
rate has occurred directly from action of the Indian Bureau. 
Promises have been made for years, we were informed, of 
some attempt to relieve the situation, but for all the years 
down to the time we were there the Indian death rate and 
insanitary conditions due directly to bureau management still 
continued. The school and reservation sewage is carried down 
to the Indian village and could not fail to cause sickness and 
needless deaths. For this the bureau must be held responsible. 

INDIAN MORTALITY DUE TO PRESENT OFFICIALS 
I am informed the Federal census based on the Indian death 

registration in 14 States disclosed that the death rate has in
creased 48 per cent since Commissioner Burke took office in 
1920 and during the time Mr. Meritt has aided him in protect-
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ing the lives of the Indians. During that period the white 
death rate ha averaged below 12 out of 1,000 every year while 
the I ndian death rate per thousand has increased in 1921, 17.5; 
1922, 19.2 ; 1923, 22.5 ; 1924, 25.9. I do not claim independent 
knowledge of the facts, but it is a matter that should be fully 
inve tigated by a competent congressional committee that will 
not depend on bureau agents for its conclusions. 

The claim of the Indian Bureau that these statistics of the 
Federal Government are not correct is met by the statement 
that the Federal Government in such cases received its data 
from Indian Bureau agencies. 

A thorough Indian Bureau investigation by a congressional 
committee will determine the degree of responsibility of the 
present bureau officials, but I am not concerned in fixing re
sponsibility so much as I am in relieving the Indians on the 
Hopi, Navajo, Apache, and other reservations from neglect and 
needless suffering as evidenced by my own observations on the 
Zuni Reservation. 
INDIAN HEALTH LEGISLATION PROPOSEl>-THEN ACCEPTED--THEN REJECTED 

BI THE INDLL~ BUREAU 

The Indian Bureau will not brook any interference with its 
control of the property or person of the Government's Indian 
wards or with any offers of aid or cooperation by the States to 
improve Indian health conditions. Pity it is, it is so. 

I have learned of recent proposals from the Secretary of 
the Interior, based on recommendations of committees having 
Indian welfare at heart, and in one case coming from a com
mittee appointed by Secretary Work. He then recommended 
that legislation to that end be passed, according to my infor
mation, but the Indian Bureau has blocked any further efforts 
in that direction and reigns supreme with all its record of 
neglect as a curse on the Indians who are left. I am placing 
a brief summary of its record that again damns the responsible 
Indian Bureau for its stupidity or worse. The record, I believe, 
is substantially as here related. 

Transfer to the United States Public Health Service was first 
recommended by the special committee of the House to investi
gate Indian affairs, Mr. Snyder, chairman: 

That the medical service tor Indians be transferred to the United 
States Public Health Service. 

This recommendation was made in 1920, after an exhaustive 
investigation of Indian Bureau neglect. 

This proposal was seconded by the Board of Indian Commis
sioners, who made a recommendation substantially identical in 
1920; and this recommendation has never been reversed by that 
board. 

The proposal was also seconded by the Association of United 
States Army Surgeons in 1922. · 

Again it was seconded by the Association of State and 
Provincial Health Officers in 1923. 

The Committee of One Hundred, formed by Secretary Work. 
recommended : 

We urge that every possible aid of State boards of health be enlisted 
in cooperation with the National Government in this health campaign. 

The Committee of One Hundred did not recommend the 
transfer of Indian medical service to the Public Health Serv
ice. A resolution calling for this, I am advised, was smothered, 
because the Indian Bureau controlled a majority of Work's 
Committee of One Hundred. A resolution calling on the 
National Bureau of Municipal Research to reopen and carry 
forward its study of the business methods of the Indian Bureau 
was likewise smothered, according to report. 

COOPER.A.TIO:N WITH THE STATES 

I am advised Secretary Work repeatedly in reports and 
speeches has recommended that the responsibility for Indian 
education, social welfare, and health be transferred to the 
States. In accordance with his recommendations the States 
of California and Wisconsin introduced bills giving to these 
States jurisdiction over the Indians in these particulars alone 
and making available to these States under contract and under 
Federal supervision the moneys now being spent by the Indian 
Bureau on these services in these States. After a two months' · 
delay, I am advised, the Secretary of the Interior gave an un
equivocal written indorsement of these bills (the Johnson-Swing 
bill for California and the La Follette-Cooper bill for Wiscon
sin). 

At the Senate Indian Affairs Committee hearing the Indian Bu
reau is reported to have manifested reluctance to have the bills 
repOrted. The matter then went over to the present session. 

In San Francisco on December 1, 1926, Mr. Meritt an
nounced in reply to questioning of the bureau's opposition to 
these bills and stated that he was authorized to speak for the 
bureau, hence presumptively for the Secretary of the Interior. 

He stated that only the "principle" referred to in the bills 
had been indorsed by Secretary Work. Secretary Work had, 
however, sweepingly and specifically indorsed the bills, I am 
informed, before he was overruled by 1.\Ir. Meritt, the real head 
and fount of Indian bureaucracy in this Go\ernment. 

That brings the record down to date. The bureau will not 
permit State action under practicable conditions, and it will not 
permit transfer to the United States Public Health, and it 
will not do the job itself in an adequate way. So says Mr. 
Meritt. 

Meantime what of the States? 
California in April, 1925, through its legislature voted $100,-

000 for the relief of sick Indians in that State. The governor 
vetoed this appropriation, after a nearly unanimous vote by 
the legislature, on the ground that the State of California was 
without jurisdiction, because the Indians were exclusively a 
Federal responsibility. The Swing-Johnson bill, now opposed 
by the bureau, would rectify this situation and enable Califor
nia to get into action decisively; California's readiness has 
been demonstrated to aid to the utmost in caring for the 
Indians within its borders. 

Wisconsin in June, 1925, appropriated $16,000 for medical 
service to the few Indians of that State. 

The moment that the Swing-Johnson authorizing act is 
passed, and responsibility accepted by California (which would 
be immediately), there would become available for the educa
tion of each Indian child $30 per annum from the State treasury, 
or more than $100,000 a year. 

In othet· words we can cooperate with the States in eradi
cating diseases of hogs, cattle, cotton, and other products. We 
can cooperate with highways and help for white citizens in 
countless ways, but not with our Indian citizenship. 

Because why? Ask Mr. Meritt, who overrules Work and 
Burke and by so doing makes men retract their pledges to the 
Indians. 

If the States disclose, as they surely would, that local care 
of Indians is vastly better than the Indian Bureau's record of 
neglect then other extensions of State supervision would fol
low, and soon Meritt's job would be gone. That is an explana
tion offered for the reverse acti~ on Indian health by the 
bureau. 

Commissioner Burke prepared a "substitute" wherein, after 
requiring the State to enact health legislation therein, provided 
he, Commissioner Burke, under the name of the Secretary of the 
Interior, may, "in his discretion," make whatever contract he 
sees fit. Congre s, law, and its administration again are placed 
under the jurisdiction of the Indian Bureau. The substitute 
is one that means nothing except continued Indian Bureau con
trol and was drawn for that purpose. 

TEN-DOLLAR O."l>IA.~ COURTS 

I have repeatedly set forth the illegal, unconstitutional, and 
autocratic $10 per month Indian judge system whereby Indian 
agents by authority of law appoint some Indian to act in their 
stead to enforce the agent's will in Indian government. If a 
good despot, the Indian may get fair treatment, but unlimited 
power in any bureau from the head to the merest agent is 
dangerous, un-American, oppressive, and illegal. To-day, with
out authority of law, the Indian agent is despotic dictator in 
all cases of misdemeanor, real or imagined, with no written 
law and no court practice where th~ accused Indian-American 
citizen has any attorney to protect his rights, no jury to de
termine his guilt or innocence of any alleged offense, no right 
to bail nor appeal to any court. How many white men would 
submit to such rules and illegal judges? The subterfuge is so 
absurd and indefensible that the best argument against it is 
found in an attempted defense of the " bluff " system set forth 
by Leupp in explanation of the illegal practice. The bureau, 
excepting in eight Federal court felony cases, now refuses to 
permit the Indian to have a jury trial or trial by any qualified 
court. 

The illegal $10 Indian judge system ought to be shelved with 
other public myths affecting the supposed considerate and el"evat
ing treatment given by the Indian Bureau to its wards of to-day. 
Bills authorizing a practicable and just court procedure in all 
such cases were opposed by the bureau last session. Unless con
taminated by evil white influences the average Indian is hon
est, well behaved, and a good citizen. This statement I found 
general among the Indians and white people wherever I went. 
The problem of Indian lawlessness is practically nothing com
pared with that of his white "brother." In 4,480 miles of 
travel, with clothing and many valuables left exposed, includ
ing money oftentimes, with the automobile left unwatched in 
Indian villages night and day, not an article was found missing 
at the end of our long journey. That speaks for the honesty 
of thousands of Indians whom we went to see. " Stick 'em 
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up" is a popular expression among certain whites found in our 
cities, while the tires and car could not safely be left unlocked 
on the streets of Washington overnight. 

Mixed bloods and youths who have learned evil practices from 
whites are occasionally complained about, although from all I 
could learn the standard of law-abiding citizenship, however poor 
the Indian, is far above the average found in white communities 
similarly situated, according to many opinions expressed. 

The Indian should be held amenable to law the same as every 
other citizen. He should also have the same rights in either 
State or Federal courts that his white brother has and be 
subject to the same laws. I introduced several bills on the 
subject giving the courts jurisdiction of the property and per
son of the Indian, but every bill so introduced that attempted 
to take from the Indian Bureau its exclusive right of absolute 
control of the property and person of the Indian was opposed 
by the bureau. · 

The fault that no law exists for the control of Indians by 
ordinary lawful methods is alone chargeable to ~e Indian ~u
reau's opposition. An in'lestigation would speedily determme 
the reason for that opposition and which system is the best
legal court procedure or bureaucratic rule. 

One is legal, with definite laws to be obeyed and simple de
fined rules of practice in courts that will protect the rights of 
a defendant and administrator of justice to the innocent or 
guilty the same as the white man enjoys. 

The other now controls the Indian's person and property and 
leaves all legal rights, justice, trial procedure, sentencing, and 
execution of the sentence to an Indian agent possibly good, pos
sibly bad, and often indifferent. . For ~he protection of the 
Indian and protection of every right-mmded agent a proper 
court procedure is the only right method, and constructive legis
lation urged by an unprejudiced committee of Congress would 
so provide. 

ONE OF THE INDIAN BUREAU'S BALL-AND-CHAIN :PUNISHMENTS 

I have placed affidavits and other evidence in the RECORD 
showing present illegal Indian judge court practices. ~ my 
own State of Wisconsin I submit a telegram to the President 
from Governor Blaine, of Wisconsin, and affidavits, none of 
which have been controverted. yet the brutal Indian agent has 
been retained in the Indian Service. 

'l'ake the Wisconsin case. Governor Blaine, of Wisconsin, 
sent to President Coolidge the following telegram : 

MADISON, Wis., February 15, 1926. 
President CALVIN COOLIDGE, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
Responsible woman, whose word I believe, reports that Paul Moore, 

an Indian, charged with a misdemeanor, was found on January 26 at 
Lac du Flambeau (Wis.) Agency jail, in a cell 6 by 8 feet, with 
clogged toilet, and with ball and chain fastened to ankle. In same 
jail were incarcerated Indian women. This condition is abhorrent 
to the dictates of deeency and our vaunted civilization. This is the 
tyranny of the Dark Ages and the practice of the degenerate dominate 
to terrorize the Indian, who needs help more than a jail. In the name 
of humanity I beg that that sort of thing cease. 

JOH!'i J. BLAINE, Go-t•ernor. 

This is not to excuse in any degree any offense, if an offense 
was committed, but to get some facts in a case where letters 
to Senator LA FoLLE'ITE her~tofore inserted in the RECoRD state 
that Moore was brought before Superintendent Hammitt of the 
agency; that an Indian named Sawgetchwayghezis~ posing as 
a judge, was present, who could not read or wnte or talk 
English. He certainly would be forgiven for misspelling his 
own name. That Hammitt prepared and read Moore's sentence 
to six · months' imprisonment in ·the agency jail. All this 
appears in the letter found in RECoRD of March 4. 

COMMISSIOXER BURKE APPROVES BALL-AND·CILUN USE BY IDS .AOJilNTS 

Assuming that all the facts were as claimed by Commis
sioner Burke, I submit his own statement (p. 27 of the hear
ings) : 

I say I have no sympathy for Paul Moore, and I think he ought to be 
in chains for not the time of the sentence of the Indian court but for a 
much longer period. 

Commissioner Burke approves the ball-and-chain treatment, 
which is undenied, but he would have it continued for a much 
longer period than six months. No one knows just what his 
judgment would determine for ball-and-chain treatment, but that 
is his standard set for Indian agents throughout the country. 

Th ecommissioner approves ball-and-chain penalties and un
limited sentences by his agents who write the findings of the 
$1Q-a-month courts. I offer brief extracts from affidavits set 
forth in full in speech of April 23, 1926. Additional data on the 
same case appears in speech of ~arch 4 of last year. 

TJI:E LAC DU FLAMBEAU BALL-.AND-CHA.IN CASJ!l 

STATE OF WISCONSIN, 

County of Ashland, 88: 

Cecelia S. Rabideaux, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and 
says : I am now 24 years of age and reside in the village of Odanah, 
within tbe Bad River Reservation, in Ashland County, Wis. On the 
21st day of January, 1926, I was informed that my brother, Paul 
Moore, had been seized by the Indian police of said village, and, to
gether with Maggie Crowe, who I asked to go with me, called on said 
police at the office of the Government farmer in said village and there 
asked to be advised as to what the warrant read for the arrest of Paul 
Moore. One Bawdce Marksman, who at times acts as a police, said, 
" It is not necessary that we have a warrant." I then asked, " How is 
that"? Bawdee Marksman then in substance further stated: "The 
Indian agent at Lac du Flambeau wrote to the Indian agent at Ashland, 
Mr. P. S. Everest, and that he in turn wrote to the Government farmer, 
Mr. A. L. Doan, who directed us to take Paul Moore the first time we 
saw him." 

Paul Moore was put in jail at Odanah and there kept until the next 
morning, January 22, when he was taken to Lac du Flambeau, so 
then formed, by one Albert Snow, an Indian police for the Lac du 
Flambeau Reservation Agency. I asked Maggie Crowe to accompany 
me to Lac du Flambeau. We boarded the train therefor Tuesday 
morning, January 26, 1926, arriving at the said agency at 12 o'clock 
noon. We entered the agency office, and I introduced myself to the 
superintendent, Mr. Hammitt, with saying that I was Paul Moore's 
sister from Odanah and was there to see Paul, and also asked as to 
what he intended to do with him. He stated that he intended to keep 
him there, and that we would find him in the jail or in the dining room 
of the school, as he did not know where they would feed him. We 
then went out to the jail and there found Paul Moore in one of the 
cells therein, the size of which was about 6 by 8 feet. The same 
contained two bunks, and also in one corner thereof was a clogged 
toilet, from which came a stench that filled the room. Fastened to 
Paul Moore's ankle was a ball and chain. 

In the same room, but outside of cells, were three men and a woman, 
all Indians, whose names we there learned were William Roy, Harry 
King, Charles Boneosh, and Mrs. Boneosh, who were all served with 
lunch soon after we were there by children of the school. I was 
informed by Mrs. Boneosh that, by reason of an arrest previous to the 
one for which they were then there, she and her husband were sen
tenced by Superintendent Hammitt to pay a fine of $75 each; that that 
was all the money they had, and her husband handed it to said super
intendent for her release, and he served time, along with several other 
prisoners, in work of repair about the said agency. 

CECElLIA. s. RABIDEAUX. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 30th day of March, A. D. 
1926. 0. A. PEABsoN, 

Notary Public, Ashland Oounty, Wis. 

(My commission expires September 2, 1928.) 

Mrs. Rabideaux, I am informed, is chairman· of the local 
League of Women Voters. 

ANOTHER A.FFIDA. VIT ON THE WISCONSIN BA.LL-A.ND-CHAIN AGENCY 

STATE OF WISCONSIN, 

County of Ashland~ 8S: 

Maggie Crowe, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says : I 
am of part Chippewa Indian blood, now 29 years of age, and reside in 
the village of Odanah, Wis. 

I was on the 21st day of January, 1926, with Mrs. Cecelia S. Rabi
deaux when she called on the police of said village at the Government 
farmer's office in Odanah, and heard her ask to be informed as to 
what the warrant read for the arrest of Paul Moore. The police said 
that they had no warrant; that the Indian agent of Lac du Flambeau 
had written to the Indian agent at Ashland, Mr. P. S. Everest, and 
that he in turn had written to Mr. A. L. Doan, the farmer, who 
directed them, the police, to take Paul Moore as soon as they Sl}W him. 

Paul Moore was locked up on this 21st day of January in jail at 
Odanah, and on the following morning taken to the depot handcuffed 
and put onto the southbound 6.50 a. m. liorthwestern train in charge 
of one Albert Snow, an Indian police from the Lac du Flambeau Indian 
Reservation. 
. I accompanied Mrs. Cecelia S. Rabideaux, January 26, 1926, to the 

Lac du Flambeau Indian Agency on a visit to her brother, Paul Moore, 
who we found in a cell within the agency jail. The air therein was 
very offensive, and on Mrs. Rabideaux's inquiry as to what smelled so, 
Paul Moore remarked that it was the toilet in the corner of the cell 
he was in, and showed us that it would not fiush. This cell was about 
6 by 8 feet and had two bunks therein, and to Mr. Moore's ankle was 
fastened a ball and chain. Outside of the cells in the same room were 
four other Indian prisoners, whose names we learned were William Roy, 
Harry King, Charles Boneosh, and Mrs. Boneosh. The woman told us 
that she and her husband had been, before this sentence for which they 
were now there, each tined $75, that being all the money they had. 
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Her husband handed it to the said Lac du Flambeau Indian agent for 
her releltse, and he served time in labor about the agency premises, 
along with others, for which he got no pay. 

Subscribed and swom to 
1926. 

(My commission expires 

MAGGIE CROWE. 

before me this 15th day of March, A. D. 
0. A. PEARSON, 

Notary PubUc, Ashland CountyJ Wis. 
September 2, 1928.) 

CO:>i"FISCATES CLOTHES AND LEAVES BALL-AND-CHAIN OR:.IAMENTS 

STATE OF WISCONSIN, 

County of Ashland, 88: 
Mrs. Mary Moore, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says, 

I am a mixed-blood Chippewa Indian, now 46 years of age, residing 
in the village of Odanah, Wis., and the mother of 11 living children, 
1 of them being Paul Moore, now 26 years of age. 

On the 21st day of January, 1926, my son, Paul Moore, was arrested 
without warraut by the Indian police of this village and held in jail 
in said village until the following morning when he was delivered by 
them, handcll1Ied, at the depot of the Northwestern Railway to one 
Albert Snow, who, I was there told, was an Indian police of the Lac 
du Flambeau Indian Reservation, and who took with him aboard the 
south bound 6.50 train, Paul Moore. 

I was informed by Paul Moore that he was first detained by tbe 
superint{'ndent of the Lac du Flambeau Indian School and Agency in a 
jail at such agency, for five days after the 27th day of October last, 
and at which time he was made to take off his clothes, the same of 
which the superintendent of said agency took in charge and furnished 
old clothes for him to put on. 

I am now indirectly advised that since the 22d day of January, 
1926, the superintendent of the Lac du Flambeau School and Agency 
has sold Paul Moore's clothes, the same of which was an overcoat 
purchased in said October last at a cost of $45 and a suit bought 
about a month before at a cost of $35, together worth $80. 

MARY MOORE. 

Subreribed and sworn to before me this 15th day of March, A. D. 
1926. 

C. A. PEARSONJ 

1.·otary P1tblic, A8hla'ltd County, W·is. 
(My commission expires September 2, 1928.) 

THE IXDIAN AGE:.IT SELLS MOORE'S CLOTHES, WITH A BALL AND CHAIN 

FOR SECURITY 

STATE OF WISCONSIN, 

County of A.shlancl, s8: 
Charles La Casse, belng first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says : 
am now 20 years of age, and a member of the Lac du Flambeau 

Band of Chippewa Indians, on the Lac du Flambeau Reservation, in 
Vilas County of said State, where I have resided about . all my life, 
except for the time of my attendance at the Tomah School, in this 
State, and at the Mount Pleasant School, in the State of Michigan, 
until the evening of January 22, 1926. 

With the view of asking the superintendent in charge of the Lac du 
• Flambeau Indian Agency, Mr. J. S. Hammitt, for an allowance out of 

my trust fund, though having been at a former r equest denied, I was 
at the said agency office to again make such a request through the 
so-called chief of police, a Mr. William Mattigosh, on the 22d day of 
January, 1926. While there and before Mr. Mattigosh could speak 
for me, he was given in charge of one Paul Moore, who he conducted to 
the jail of said agency. I followed him there and into the jail and 
saw Mr. Mattigosh place said Paul Moore in one of the cells therein 
and also saw him fasten a ball and chain to Paul Moore's ankle. Mr. 
Mattlgosh then closed the door of the cell in which was tbe said Paul 
Moore, and locked it, as he did also the outer door of said jail after we 
had come out. 

We then went into the agency office. I there heard the superintend
ent of the said agency say to the clerk thereof, a Mr. W. H. Shawnee, 
that they would sell Paul Moore's clothes. I was soon thereafter 
given a check on a bank of Wisconsin Rapids, Wis., for $15, and then 
asked by said superintendent to buy Paul Moore's clothes. This I 
decilned to do; but I understand that they were sold to Mr. Mattigosh, 
who offered $12 for them, an overcoat and a full suit, which I think 
from my examination of them must be worth at least $40. 

CHARLES LA CASSE. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 15th day of March, A. D. 
1926. 

0. A. PEARSON, 
Notary Public, Ashland County, Wis. 

(My commission expires September 9, 1928.) 

Four affidavits from responsible Indian witnesses have been 
submitted. 

This is a case from my own State. I do not know whether 
:Moore committed any offense, neither does Mr. Burke. With
out attorney, jury, or right to ~ny bail or: court appeal, he was 

kidnaped without papers· and brought back 70 miles, where a 
ball and chain was placed on him while locked up in a foul
smelling cell. Then he" escaped," ball and chain and all except
ing $75 in good clothes sold by Hammitt, the agent. These 
facts seem undisputed; yet the most serious part of the whole 
outrageous travesty on justice is that Commissioner Burke ap
proves such ball-and-chain treatment by his agents. 
HAMMITT THill BALirAND-CH_AIN AGENT REMAINS IN CO:.ITROL 011 THill 

I:NDI.L."'i"S AT LAC DU FLA.l'.fBEAU AGE~CY 

To show the lawlessness of this brutal representative of 
Messrs. Burke and M-eritt, I append a letter of recent date that 
in imperfect· language but in plain terms discloses the unfeeling 
speciman of humanity who rules over the e wards of the 
Government on that same (Lac du Flambeau) !'eservation. 
The letter speaks for itself : 

SOPERTO"N, Wlsc., Kovember 15J 19£6. 
MY DEAR FRIEND : I thought I would write to you to-day inform 

you about what the Agency done to me he took our children away from 
us as I told him I want them to attend Public school But he didnt 
mind me at all. 

So be arrested me. Put me in Jail for not letting those children at 
Lac du Flambeau school (Indian school). So he came after them 
again after they lock me at Jail. So he send to Lac du Flambeau 
Indian school so the three Boys went to Lac dn Flambeau. But only 
stayed one night after they got over there and came back home on 
account of they lost there young Brother so they went out to search 
for him. But they find him in the morning By white women. He must 
been on street about 10 o'clock in night so the women took boy at her 
Place so there is where they find him. So they came al{)ng with him. 
They all walked from Lac du Flambeau there shoes all torn to pieces 
all there stockings Torn off so when they got home they could hardly 
waJk or get up. 

So I was Put in Jail again for not letting those boys again. I stayed 
all together in Jail at Crandon Wis. 15 days. · I ask him the Agency 
to let the boys attend this school where we live. But he said no I 
ain't going have no argument with you. He said to me Department 
say so to take all the Indian children to Lac du Flambeau. That is 
what I am going to do he said. They only have half day school. But 
that isn't good Public school was far off good for my children so Harry 
A. Dawson took my boys again. The oldest is near to six Grade. 

I wish be could of attend this school here where they went to school 
last year. This school here was good for them. But I am sorry for 
them attending Government school. They know more than at gov· 
ernment school and they eat hard crust bread at Lac du Flambeau. 
They say and the Agency didn't give any clothing to my children the 
first time be took them away. I just only wish to not have any more 
Government school or agency. I wish they won't be any of them so 
I let you know about this. To know what happened to us so you 
could tell about this matte:: so this be all for today hope we hear 
from your soon we a.ll send 

* * • • 
Best regards to you. Good Bye. 

I remain, 

• • • 

WM. TAHWA. 

8opet1on, Wi.s. 
MEXICAN OR INDIAN BUREAU'S ILLEGAL JAILING 

This is not a case of Nicaraguan or Mexican jailing of Ameri· 
cans which, when reported, arouses every red-blooded 100 per 
cent American owner of an oil-well controlled press, and serves 
as another reason for American intervention abroad. No; this 
case is one of Hammitt, a lawless, brutal Indian agent who 
would be hanged as high as Haman for what he has done if he 
lived across the border in :Mexico, Nicaragua, or Haiti. These 
countries would make such a sacrifice of a useless life rather 
than have more American marines landed on their shores to 
" preserve order " around American property. 

The modern despotic Simon Lagree Hammitt is an Indian 
agent on a Wisconsin Indian 1·eservution. He is strangely pro
tected from StB.te authorities' interference because of a twilight 
zone law that is construed to prevent State intervention 
within its own borders, and so Hammitt, an imitator of Meritt, 
locks up Indians with ball and chain for misdemeanors and 
now jails parents of Indian children because they prefer a 
white public school to one of Hammitt's choosing. No marines 
~ be sent to the Lac du Flambeau Reservation in Wisconsin 
to put Hammitt in the same jail in which he imprisons the help
less wards of the Nation under his control, nor will any of the 
metropolitan papers engaged in chasing the native obstructors 
of American dollar investments in Mexico, Nicaragua, or Haiti 
find occasion to note acts of Hammitt, who only imitates the 
lawless course of his superiors in the Indian Bureau. 

No "research" investigators appointed by :Mr. Work would 
even bother with the ball-and-chain treatment of Moore or the 
jailing of an Indian father because he preferred a white Ameri
can school for his children to one of Hammitt's choosing, but ~ 
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I'eal congressional investigation would have Hammitt summa
rily kicked out of the service for incompetency and brutality, 
and a bureau that retained such an unfit employee ln service 
for a year aftt-r his ball-and-chain exposure would be held 
accountable and receive the just condemnation of every right
thinking man. For that reason, however, Commissioner Burke 
objects to any congressional investigation, because it may be 
"partisan," but no other investigation will be of any value or 
give protection to the 225,000 American Indians now under con
trol of the bureau. 

Other instances of illegal ball-and-chain practices have been 
placed in the RECORD, disclosing that Commissioner Burke and 
his assistant, :Meritt, are retaining such agencies in defia~ce 
of any law, and in violation of the plain dictates of humaruty. 

CRUEL KIDNA.PIXG TO FILL COXC'EJ.'\TR.A.TIO~ SCHOOLS 

The Indian Bureau adopted years ago a policy of establLhing 
great show places, schools in far western cities, where i.t was 
announced Indian children would be given higher educatiOn at 
what are termed nom·eservation schools. Separating children 
from the tribe and tribal customs it was confidently predicted 
would alienate the children from their pm·ents and start them 
on the high road toward a white man's civilization. Local 
schools in the villages and reservation boarding schools were 
still maintained wherever then established, but these local 
schools are now found not far enough removed from the Indian 
parents to suit Indian Bureau molders of a higher civilization. 

A policy is therefore being carried out among tribes of the 
Southwest of taking practically all the Indian children from 
their parents on some of the reservations and sending them to 
concentration or nonreservation schools hundreds of miles away, 
where they can not see their parents for years at a time. In 
other words, it was told to me the Indian Bureau molders of 
a higher civilization will eventually abandon these Southwest
ern day schools and reservation boarding schools and ship all 
Indian childl·en to the distant concentration schools. 

Children as young as six years are now taken a way from 
their parents and in the aggregate thousands of Indian chil
dren under existing law have been kidnaped and taken from 
their parents. Sometimes these children die far away from 
their people. I was given instances where a number of chil
dren had contracted tuberculosis at Phoenix and were returned 
to their reservation over 200 miles distant, there to die with 
their tribe. But the civilization by kidnaping, like former 
Christianizing of Indians by kil.U_ng, goes on under the present 
Indian Bureau's management. 

Proudly the bureau or local agent sometimes exhibits a docu
ment with thumb marks of parents to show that the kidnap
ing was not violent or forcible. I talked with Indians who had 
not seen their children for years, and with white persons who 
knew the facts at or near the reservation, and they said Indian 
agents carry out the bureau's orders without discretion. With 
consent forced by circumstances and sometimes without consent, 
a race in our midst that suffers ball-and-chain treatment when 
ngents deem such treatment necessary is frightened into sub
mission through fear of the agents and an autocratic powerful 
bureau at Washington. 

Kidnaping is peaceful when parents helplessly submit, but 
forcible we were told when they refused. 

Harriet Bee<:her Stowe aroused the hatred of the world 
against tearing children from negro parents and selling them to 
strangers under practices of slavery. But these negro children 
had grown to be of help, so that they were partially weaned 

~ from their parents. 
To-day Indian children, little and big, are taken far away 

to distant schools, and parents, with the sB)lle affectionate love 
that white people have for their children, are separated from 
their own by the Indian BUTeau's civilizing policy. 

Indian have few comforts and few of the privileges that 
are enjoyed by whites, but they have an Indian love as deep 
as the whites have for their own children. That small comfort 
to the Indian parents is taken away, often forcibly, and the 
picture of misery out on the reservation is one th:at can not 
be imagined or understood by the average white person. 

Day schools, reservation boarding schools, and where avail
able as with the Crow Indians and others, white pubijc 
scho~ls should be made available for Indian children and the 
present inhuman policy restiicted or gbolished. 

As well could we rightfully and humanely take the children 
of Meritt, Burke, or Secretary Work and separate them from 
their parents for three years or more. Such a proposition 
would meet forcible opposition, with deadly weapons if neces
sary. The Indian parent is locked up when he protests, even 
in my own State of Wisconsin where ball-and-chain treatment 
is popular with the bureau and with its agents, as I have 
just disclosed by affidavits f!D.d correspondence. 

I repeat tbe statement made at the outset of these remarks; 
inhuman treatment ef American Indians is worse than ever 
before. 

One hundred questions asked by prominent Western ~ple 
of Assistant Commissioner Meritt are contained in my remarks 
of December 13. These questions affecting the Indian Bureau's 
mi. treatment of Indians were unanswered, but form the basis 
of serious charge that in themselves should be inve~tigated. 

A CONSTR"GCTIVE LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM NEEDED 

Ba ed in part on my own personal observations among many 
western Inilian tribes, I have offered these views with a firm 
belief t11at the dark blot on American history caused !Jy our 
unjust treatment of the Indians may be wipetl out for all time 
by a constructive legislative program. 

Suggestion have been offered by various agencies that have 
studied the Indian problem and that recognize bureaucratic 
straitjackets worn by the Indians for nearly three-quarters of a 
century are to the everlasting discredit of a eountry t11at has 
opened its doors and welcomed the oppressed of every land to 
enjoy American citizenship on an equality with the native born. 

We have given to the only real Americans full rigb~ of 
citizenship with a genealogy traced back to the e"Verlasting 
mountains and cliffs wherein their forefathers lived, yet these 
American citizens are now treated by their white brothers a~ 
"incompetents" and culprits requiring an iron-handed strait~ 
jacket control by hard-shelletl bureaucrats. 

Not one argument can be offered for the maintenance of this 
cold-blooded Indian Bureau treatment that savors of Spani h 
Inquisition methods, as unwarranted and unforgi'Vea!Jle as 
Nero' reign in Rome. 

Facts have been given that can not be covered up by eva:ion 
or excuses and that everlastingly damn the present , y tern. 
It remains for Congress and Congress alone to meet the Indian 
problem squarely and wipe from the slate over a centUTy', rec~ 
ord of injustice, neglect, and ill treatment of these helpless 
wards of om· Government. Only a congressional investigation 
committee can adequately diagnose tile existing disea. e and 
prescribe a constructive remedy that will be adopted by on
gress. When that is done the great mass of those who have 
been kept under the iron heel <'f the Indian Bureau sy tern will 
then rise up and call you blessed. 

INDORSEME-'T OF ¥R. UNDERHILL'S ADDRESS 

Ur. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri a!'k unani
mous consent to address the House for one minute. I,~ tllere 
objection? 

There wa·s no objection. 
Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker and Members of the Hou e, I 

commend the gentleman from Massacbusett . who ha." just 
addre sed the House. I have been looking for that speech and 
have wanted it for a long time. I indorse everything he has 
said, and I know the Members of the House indorse what he 
has said. [Applause.] 

MESSAGE FIWM THE PRESID~T 

A message from the Pre ident by Mr. Latta, one of his sec
retaries, announced that the Pre ident did on tile following 
dates approve and sign bills and joint resolutions of the House 
of the following titles: 

On December 15, 1926 : 
n. J. Res. 256. Joint resolution relieving posts or camps of 

organizations composed of honorably discharged soldiers, s~il
ors, or marines from liability on account of loss or destructiOn 
of obsolete rifles loaned by the War Department; 

H. R. 9232. An act for the relief of Isaac A. Chandler; and 
H. R.11662. An act authorizing an expenditure of tribal fund'3 

of the Crow Indians of Montana to employ counsel to rep1·e. ent 
them in their claims against the United States. 

On December 16, 1926 : 
H. R. 3278. An act for the relief of A. S. Ro.,enthal Co.; 
H. R. 7930. An act for the relief of the Broad. Brook Bank & 

Trust Co. ; and 
H. R. 12393. An act to amend paragraphs 1 and 2 of section 

26 of the act of June 30, 1919, entitled "An act making appro
priations for the current and contingent expen e of the Bm:eau 
of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulation with van?us 
Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year endmg 
June 30, 1920." 

On December 18, 1926 : 
H. J. Re . 305. Joint resolution authorizing payment of sala

ries of the officers and employees of Congress for Decembe~ 
192G, on the 20th day of that month. 
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On December 21, 1926: I That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
H. R. 12853. An act authorizing and directing the S~retary ments of the Senate numbered 1, 5, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 

of the Navy to turn over the gunboat Wolverine to the munici- 28, 29, 30, 31, 33, 34, 35, and 36, and agree· to the same. 
pality of Erie, Pa. Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its dis-

On December 23, 1920: agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and 
H. R.13504. An act to amend the act entitled "An act grant- agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 

ing the consent of Congress to the Gallia County Ohio River the matter inserted by sa,id amendment insert the following: 
Bridge Co and its successors and assigns to constTuct a bridge " $107,000, of which $42,500 shall be for the Bureau of Educa
acro.:;s the Ohio River at or near Gallipolis, Ohio," approved tion"; and the Sen.ate agree to the same. 
May 13, 1926. Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its dis-

On December 29, 1926: agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and 
H. R. 12316. An act to amend the Panama Canal act and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 

other laws applicable "to the Canal Zone, and for other purposes. sum proposed insert "$3,210,000" ; and the Senate agree to the 

ENROLLED BILL 

1\fr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that that committee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bill of the following title, which was signed by the 
Speaker: 

H. R. 10929. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the Pitt ·burgh, Cim:innati, Chicago & St. Louis Railroad 
Co., its successors and a ·igns, to construct a bridge across 
the Little Calumet River in Thorntown Township, Cook 
County, Ill. 

REFER~'i CE OF A BILL 

Mr. BURTNESS. 1\lr. Speaker, on the authority of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce I ask unani
mous consent that H. R. 13070, a bill granting the consent 
of Congress to Henry L. Gray and Elbert M. Chandler, their 
successors and assigns, to consh·uct. maintain, and operate a 
bridge across Lake Washington, and which bill has been re
ported to the House and is on the Consent Calendar, may be 
recommitted to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota, by au
thority of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
ask · unanimous con~ent to rerefer a bill, which the Clerk Will 
report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. Sl\"'ELL. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand the situa

tion of this bill at the present time. 
The SPEAKER. The bill is on the calendar, as the Chair 

is informed, and the committee desire the bill rereferred to 
the committee. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from North Dakota? 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Hou es on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
14827) making appropriations for the Dep~ment of the 
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30,' 1928, and for 
other purposes. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re
port on the bill (H. R. 14827) making appropriations for the 
Department of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1928. and for other purpo es, and ask unanimous consent that 
the statement may be read in lieu of the report 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan calls up the 
conference report on the bill H. R. 14827 and asks u.nani
mous consent that the statement may be read in lieu of the 
report. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
what bill is this, may I ask? 

Mr. CRAl\ITON. 1.'he Interior Department appropriation bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Michigan? 
There was no objection. 
Following is the conference report and accompanying state

ment: 

CONFERE..~CE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
14827) making appropriations for the Department of the In
terior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for other 
purposes hanng met, after full a,nd free confe~ence have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows ; 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 
7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 27. 

same. 
Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to tl:!e amendment of the Senate numbereu 9, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert "$'000,000"; and the Senatt agree to 
the ..same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment" insert the following: 
" heretofore paid for the said governor and said chief and 
$2,000 for the said mining trustee" ; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert " $1,160,000 " ; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow
ing : " For fees and mileage of examining surgeons engaged 
in the examination of pensioners, for services rendered within 
the fiscal years 1927 and 1928, $450,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 32: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 32, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
"$25,000, of which $600 shall be immediately available"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have not agreed on amendment 
numbered 37. 

LOUIS C. CRAMTON, 
FRANK MURPHY, 
EDWARD T. TAYLOR, 

Managers on the part of the Ho1tse. 
REED SMOOT, 
CHARLES CURTIS 
WM. J. HARRIS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate • . 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14827) making appropriations for 
the Interior Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1928, and for other purposes, submit the following statement in 
explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon by the con
ference committee and submitted in the accompanying confer
ence report : 

On No. 1: Appropriates $366,600 for salaries under the office 
of the Secretary, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $360,000 
as proposed by the House. 

On No. 2, relating to printing and binding for the depart
ment: Appropriates $107,000, in..o;:tead of ."100,000, as proposed 
by the House, and $114,000, as proposed by the Senate, and 
makes $42,500 of the sum available for the Bureau of Educa
tion. 

On No. 3: Restores the Hou e language, stricken out by the 
Senate, which provides that none of the appropriation of 
$800,000 for surveying public lands shall be available for ex
penditure in any State which under the act of August 18, 1891 
(28 Stat. p. 395), advances money to the United States for such 
purposes. 

On No. 4: Accepts the House language providing for report 
of certain diversions of appropriations in the annual Budget. 

On No. 5: Corrects a typographical error. 
On No. 6; Appropriates $3,210,000 for nonreservation board

ing schools, instead of $3,228,500 as proposed by the Senate and 
$3,185,000 as proposed by the House. 
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On Nos. 7 and 8: Appropriates $60,000 for the construction 

of the Yakima Sanatotium for treatment of tubercular Indians, 
as proposed by the House. 

On No. 9: Appropriates $900,000 for general support and 
civilization of Indians, instead of $925,000 as proposed by the 
Senate and $870,000 as proposed by the House. 

On Nos. 10, 11, and 12: Appropriates $40,000 of tribal funds 
for upport and civilization of Flathead Indians, as proposed by 
the IIou e, in tead of $20,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 13, 14, 15, and 16: Provide one mining trustee to 
serve jointly the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, as proposed 
by the House, instead of one trustee for each nation, as pro
posed by the Senate; provide a E>alary of $2,000 for such trustee 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of $4,000, as proposed by th~ 
House; and provide a salary of $3,000, as heretofore, for the 
governor of the Choctaw Nation, instead of $2,000, as proposed 
by the Senate. · 

On No. 17: Appropriates $1,160,000 for salary roll for the Bu
reau of Pensions, instead of $1,190,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, and $1,132,460, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 18: Appropriates $130,000 for travel expenses, Bureau 
of Pen.:ions, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $100,000, as 
proposed by the House. 

On No. 19: Appropriates $450,000 for fees and mileage of 
E-xamining surgeons, Bureau of Pensions, instead of $500,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, and $400,000, as proposed by the House, 
and accepts the Senate language. 

On Nos. 20 and 21: Accept the Senate language specifically 
mentioning salary of Commis ioner of Reclamation. 

On Nos. 22, 23, and 24: Appropriate $23,000 for office ex
pen es, Bureau of Recla:o;ation, in the District of Columbia, as 
proposed by the Senate, rnstead of $20,000, as proposed by the 
House, and make a separate and additional appropriation of 
$2,000, as proposed by the Senate, for attendance at conventions, 
instead of including that amount for that purpose in the ap
propriation for such office expenses, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 25: Appropriates $25,000 for office expenses of the 
chief engineer, Bureau of Reclamation, as proposed by the Sen
ate, in. tead of $20,000, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 26: Appropriates 50,000 for personal services, field 
legal offices, Bureau of Reclamation, instead of $48,000, as pro
posed by the IIou e. 

On No. 27: Appropriates $20,000 for printing, binding, etc., 
Buren u of Reclamation, as proposed by the Bouse, instead of 
$30,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 28: Reappropriates unexpended balance for Yuma 
auxiliary project, as proposed by the Senate. · 

On No. 29: Appropriates $50,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
for survey and examination of water-storage reservoir sites on 
the headwaters of the Truckee River. 

On No. 30; Accepts Senate language concerning Utah Lake 
control on the Salt Lake Basin project. 

On No. 31 : Corrects total. 
On No. 32: Appropriates $25,000 for national monuments, in

stead of $23,230, as proposed by the House, and $25,030, as 
proposed by the Senate, and makes $600 of the sum immediately 
available. 

On No. 33: Appropriates $2,000,000, as proposed by the Sen
ate, instead of $1,500,000, as proposed by the House, for con
struction of roads in national parks. 

On No. 34: Accepts Senate language as to traveling expenses 
of employees transferred from one post of duty to another in 
tile National Park Service. 

On No. 35: Limits to use for capital expenditures $400,000 
of the appropriation for the Alaska Railroad, as proposed by 
ti1e Senate, instead of $500,000, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 36: Corrects clerical error. 
The committee of conference have not agreed upon the follow

ing amendment of the Senate: 
On No. 37: Howard University. 

LOUIS C. CRAMTON, 
FRANK MURPHY, 
EDWARD T. TAYLOR, 

M ana.gers em the part of the House. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the statement which accom
panied the report and which has been read, sets forth very 
definitely and fully the changes in the bill and the results of 
the conference. Due to the fact that the Navy appropriation 
bill is to follow, it is not my desire to stand in the way of the 
progress of that important measure. I do not plan to take 
any special amount of time now in discussing the report. Of 
course, I will desire to answer any questions that may be 
asked with reference to it. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
:Mr.IJRAMTON. Yes. 
Mr. McKEOWN. I would like to inquire as to the change 

in reference to the mining trustees. I notice the Senate cut 
out one of them. 

:Mr. CRA.MTO~. You mean of the Choctaw and Chicks.: aw 
Nation? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes. 
Mr. CRAMTON. A the measure passed the House it was 

in the form that it bas held for several years. It provided 
that the governor of the Chickasaw Nation and the chief of 
the Choctaw Nation and one mining trustee for the two na
tions should receive the salaries heretofore paid them. That 
salary was $3,000 for the governor, $2,000 for the chief, and 
$4,000 for the mining trustee. In the Senate an amenclment 
was adopted that provided for two trustee , one for each tribe, 
each to be paid $2,000. I should have stated that the $4,000 
heretofot·e paid had been divided, $3,000 by the Choctaws and 
$1,000 by the Chickasaws. As a matter of fact, the position 
is not a very arduous one, and even with one man on the job 
it was very easy money. The Senate amendment not only 
provided for two instead of one, but provided for a salary of 
$2,000 for each. While this would have provided two jobs 
where there has been one before, it would have increased the 
burden $1,000 on one tribe and decreased the burden $1,000 
on the other tribe. Furthermore, I think unintentionally, but 
nevertheless effectually, the Senate amendment would have 
decreased the salary of the go\ernor of the Choctaws from 
$3,000 to $2,000, which the conferees understood was not 
desirable. 

The conference report leaves the governor's salary and the 
salary of the chief unili turbed, leaves one mining trustee to 
serve the two nation , but pays that trustee only $2,000 in
stead of $4,000, as heretofore, or $2,000 each, as was proposed 
by the Senate for each one. 

Mr. McKEOWN. The only difference, then, is there will be 
one less trustee? 

Mr. CRAMTON. As compared with existing arrangement.;;, 
it is the same except there is a $2,000 salary instead of 4,000, 
and it relieves the Indians' fund to that extent. The follow
ing is the statement given me by the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
concerning this : 

AMEXDME~TS 13, 14, 15, AND 16 

The above-mentioned amendments provide in lieu of a minin" trustee 
for the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations a mining trustee for the 
Choctaw Nation and a mining trustee for the Chickasaw Nation and 
fixes their salaries at $2,000 each. There are at present 60,000 acres 
of the segregated coal and asphalt lands of the Choctaw an<l Chicka
saw Nations leased for coal and a."phalt mining purpo es. ln the 
agreement of the United States with the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nations in Oklahoma set forth in section 29 of the act of Congre s 
approved June 28, 1898 (30 Stat. L. 495-·505-510), It was provided, 
relative to the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribal coal and asphalt lands, 
that such coal and asphalt mines as were then in operation and all 
others which might thereafter be leased and operated, should be under 
the supervision and control " of two tru tees, who shall be appointed 
by the President of the United States, one on the recommendation of 
the principal chief of the Choctaw Nation, who shall be a Choctaw by 
blood, whose term shall be for four years, and one on the recommenda
tion of the governor of the Chickasaw Nation, who shall be a Chicka
saw by blood, whose term shall be for two years; after which the 
term of appointees shall be four years." It was further provided that 
"their salaries shall be fixed and paid by their respective nations." 

The above-mentioned law, providing for two trustees, was modified 
by the act of Congress approved June 5, 1924 { 43 Stat. L. 398), which 
act reduced the numbeL· of coal and asphalt mine trustees to one. 

Mr. Robert E. Lee, a Choctaw Indian by blood, of Idabell, Okla., 
was appointed by the President on April 19, 1926, to be the coal and 
asphalt mine trustee for the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations in Okla
homa for a term of four years at a salary of $4,000 per annum, to 
be paid three-fourths from .the funds of the Choctaw Nation and one
fourth from the funds of the Chickasaw Nation. The segregated coal 
and asphalt land is principally within the Choctaw Nation, and the 
Choctaw Nation owns a three-fourths interest therein and the Chicka· 
saw Nation a one-fourth interest therein. The effect of amendments 
13, 14, 15, and 16 will be to restore the number of mining trustees 
for the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations to that provided for in the 
above-mentioned agreement of the United States with those tribes. 
reducing, however, their salaries from $4,000 per annum to $2,000 per 
annum. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
1\Ir. SNELL. I notice this increases the salaries in the office 

of the Secretary from $360,000 to $366,600. 
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Ur. CRAMTON. There were some transfers involved in the 

salary roll of the office of the Secretary. The transfer of 22 
employees from the office of pensions to the salary roll of the 
Secretary's office the House approved, and corrected the figures 
accordingly in each case. Certain proposed transfers from the 
Park Service and the Indian Service to the salary roll of the 
Secretary's office the House did not approve, so the total 
Budget figure requires some adjustment. '----

1\Ir. SI\"ELL. Then it is simply a transfer? 
Mr. CRAMTOX No. The Budget figure for the salary roll 

of the Secretary's office, these transfers being eliminated, was 
$3G6,600. There had been some rather loose talk about elimi-· 
nating some positions in the Secretary's office which our com
mittee took seriously, and attempted to reduce the roll to 
$360,000, but the office of Secretary protested, and the Senate 
went baek to the Budget figure and the conferees accepted the 
Budget figure which is for the existing roll of the office. 

1\Ir. S~"'ELL. So we did not make any reductions whatever? 
Mr. CRAMTON. No; not in the Secretary's office. 
1\Ir. SNELL. I would also like to ask the gentleman about 

the appropriation for roads and trails in public parks. 
.Mr. CRAMTON. 'l'hat is the most important change made in 

the bill by the Senate. The Senate have added $500,000 to the 
amount recommended by the Budget and the amount approved 
by the House, and the conferees have approved that action. 
That increase, however, is perhaps more apparent than real, 
by reason of the fact that the Honse action taken with refer
ence to the authorization to contract, increasing that authoriza
tion from $1,500,000 to $2.500,000, was an expression of policy 
by the Honse, and our committee had fully expected that would 
be followed by a supplemental estimate from the Budget in 
the amount of one-half million dollars. We had not been told 
that would be done, but we had reason to think it would be done. 

Mr. SNELL. And this is no more than you really had ex-
pected eventually to appropriate? · 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. The Senate proceeded without wait
ing for that estimate to come in. 

Mr. S~ELL. I knew this was different from what we had 
in mind originally when this bill was passed. 

l\Ir. CRAMTON. I should say that the bill as now deter
mined upon in conference, with the exception of the Howard 
University item--

Mr. SNELL. We expected that, anyway. 
Mr. CRAMTON. The Howard University item is not acted 

on yet, but eliminating that, the present bill is $732,910 above 
the House bill, $500,000 of that being due to the item for 
park roads, and $G0,530 below the Senate figure. It would 
have been more below the Senate figure--there ·were more cuts 
made than that-but there was $80,000 of cuts made in tbe 
House bill in the Senate which were restored in conference. 

One of the two items was $60,000 for the Yakima Sanatorium 
for the treatment of tubercular Indians, a very desirable 
item which was recommended by the Budget and put in by 
the House, but which the Senate· had eliminated. On this the 
Senate receded. The following statement, given me by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs concerning this, will be of interest: 

AME:-i"DME:'iT 8 

The proposed sanatorium at Yakima, Wash., for which $60,000 
is requested, is for the benefit of cases of tuberculosis among approxi
mately 18,000 Indians of the extreme Northwest. The nearest sana
toria provided at this time are at Fort Lapwai, Idaho, Pyramid Lake, 
Nev., with a small agency sanatorium at Miles, Wash., near Spokane, 
which serves the Colville agency specifically. The institutions re
ferred to invariably run to capacity,. and there is great need for the 
establishment of a sanatorium for the treatment of this disease at 
this point. 

Among the white population generally throughout the country, suf
ferers from advanced cases of tuberculosis object greatly to going 
long distances from home to receive sanatorium treatment. Under 
such conditions extreme homesickness, as a rule, affects such patients 
and militates greatly against the arrest of the disease or the recovery 
of such patients. The Indians, to a greater degree than white people, 
object to being hospitalized, particularly for long periods of time, at 
long distances from their homes. The incidence of tuberculosis ts 
very high in this section of the country and the segregation and 
care of cases of this disease will aid materially in preventing its 
spreading among younger Indians and children, and particularly 
where sanitary conditions in the average Indian home are favorable 
to its propagation. 

A tuberculosis sanatorium at Yakima will fill a long-felt need and 
the Indians will respond readily to being hospitalized, in view of the 
fact that it will not take them to a great distance from home. There 

are no hospital facilities at Yakima at the· present time, and there 
are in excess of 3,000 Indians on that reservation who will benefit 
directly from such a sanatorium. 

Due to lack of facilities for the 'hospitalization of this type of case 
in that general vicinity, it has been thought that the plant now existing 
at Yal..i.ma would provide 'the greatest amount of facilities for the 
expenditure involved than any other proposition. Some of the present 
b~ildings are. in poor condition, others, notably the girls' dormitory, 
With a capaCity of 67; the boys' ~rmitory, with a capacity of 64 · 
employees' club, etc., are reported as in good condition and capabl; 
of being reconditioned for use as a tuberculosis sanatorium at a cost 
not in excess of the facilities to be provided. The location is believed 
to be very desirable, being situated at the foot of the mountains and 
the buildings located in a grove of large oak trees. The climate is 
mild and dry, with plenty of sunshine. Fort Simcoe is centrally 
located with respect to the Indian population of the Pacific North
west, and reports indicate that it is the most feasible location now 
available for use as a tuberculosis sanatorium for that part of the 
country. 

The expensive items in connection with its rehabilitation have 
largely to do with providing an adequate water supply and heating 
and lighting systems, the estimates for which are approximately 
$14,000 for a water system, $5,000 for an electric-lighting system, 
$2,500 for the heating system for one building, the balance of the 
sum asked for to be used in the rehabilitation of the dol'mitory 
buildings, employees' club, equipment, etc. This plant would be 
capable of expansion once the water, lighting, and heating systems 
are established, at a reduced cost. The drainage is good and the 
present sewer system is good and in working order. 

There is sufficient good land near the present site for vegetable 
gardens for early vegetables, as well as an 80-acre tract which could 
be utilized as a dairy and poultry farm, which would operate to 
materially reduce the operation costs of such an institution. 

Individuals and organizations having the interests of the northwest 
Indians at heart are frequently calling the attention of this bureau 
to the urgent -need of a tuberculosis sanatorium in this territory to 
combat the spread of this dread disease, which, as stated above, is 
very prevalent in this section of· the country. 

" Fort Simcoe " is the name of the Indian school which was 
formerly operated at this plant. 

The Senate had further reduced the amount of the tribal 
funds to be used for administrative and other purposes of the 
Flathead Indian Reservation from forty to twenty thousand 
dollars, and the Senate receded. The Bureau of Indian Affairs 
advised me as follows concerning this amendment: 

FLATHl!:AD TRIBAL FU::WS 

The Indians of this reservation number approximately 2,726. On 
June 30, 1926, they had about $158,494 in the United States Treas
ury derived from tribal timber sales. The agency is almost entirely 
supported from such funds. The appropriation therefrom !or the 
fiscal year 1927 is $40,000, and this amount was allowed by the 
Budget and the House for 1928, but the Senate reduced the item 
to $20,000. 

The net salary' list chargeable to this fund is $18,260, while $9,500 
will be required for annual estimate supplies, including rations for 
old Indians, hospitalization of indigents, fuel, and forage. Travel 
expenses of the superintendent and employees will absorb approxi
mately $1,500; freight, $1,000; repairs and alterations, $2,500; equip
ment, $1,500; and unforeseen expenditures, the balance of the 
$40,000 requested and allowed by the House. (See The Budget, 1928, 
p. 568.) 

This item covers only absolute necessities for the proper and effi
cient conduct of our current activities at Flathead; and if only $20,000 
is appropriated, we will have to curtail the work there about 50 per 
cent, as the $20,000 is little more than enough for the salaries of 
regular employees chargeable thereto, which leaves practically nothing 
for annual-estimate supplies, rations for old Indians, medical and 
hospital purposes, and the other expenses necessarily incident to the 
operation of an agency of this size and which looks after nearly 3,000 
Indians. Such a sudden and drastic reduction in the customary activi
ties at Flathead as will follow a 50 per cent cut in the appropriation 
will probably result in considerable hardship among the Indians. 
Particularly is this true as to rations for old Indians and the hos
pitalization of indigents, for which latter purpose the superintendent's 
budget authority for the current fiscal year carries an item of $2 000 
as we have no Government Indian hospital at Flathead, which m'ake~ 
it necessary to utilize outside facilities of this nature. 

In addition to that, the bill as it now stands, if the conference 
report is adopted, will be approximately half a million dollars 
below the Budget figures. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to extend my remarks in tbe RECoRD on the conference 
report. 
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The SPEAKER. Is· ther·e objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CRAMTON. In connection with that I will put in a 

- tabulation which shows the effect of ijle changes made in con-

ference to the various items. It should be stated that the bill 
was accepted Yery largely by the Senate as passed by the 
House, having made only 37 amendments in a bill of 9D pages, 
those 37 amendments including corrections of totals and typo
graphical and clerical errors. The table follows : 

Statement of &nate amendment& involving appropriation,, showing effect of action of conferees thereon 

Amend
ment 
No. 

/ 

Subject Budget 
Amount 
appropri
ated by 
Honse 

Amount 
appropri
ated by 
Senate 

Agreed 
amount 

Increase ( +) or de
crease (-) agreed 
amount compared 
with House figure 

Redama
tion fund General 

Increase ( +) or de
crease (-) agreed 
amount compared 
with Senate figure 

Indian tri- General 
bru funds 

1 
2 
6 

Salary roll, office of SecretarY--------------------------------- 1 $366,600 $300,000 $366,600 $366,600 ------------ +$6, 600 ------------ ----------Printing and binding·---------------------------------------- 114,000 100,000 114,000 107,000 
Indian boarding schools________________________________________ 3, 185,000 3, 185,000 3, 228,000 3, 210,000 ------------ +7, 000 ------------ - 7, 000 

7,8 
9 

Yakima Sanatorium. __ ---------------------------------------- 60,000 60,000 ------------ 60,000 
------------ +25, ()()() ------------ -18,500 
------------ --------- --- ------------ +60, 000 

Indians, general support and civilization.---------------------- J 925,000 870,000 925, 000 900,000 
Flathead Indians, general support and civilization_____________ 40,000 4Q, 000 20,000 40,000 ------------ +30, ()()() ------------ -25,000 

10, 11,12 
17 
18 
19 

Salaries, Pension Bureau_______________________________________ 1, 290,000 1, 132,460 1, 190,000 1, 160,000 
Travel expenses, Bureau of Pensions___________________________ 130,000 100,000 130,000 130,000 

------------ ------------ +$20. {)()() ----------
------------ +27, 540 ------------ -30, 000 

Fees, examining surgeons, Bureau of Pensions__________________ 500,000 400,000 500,000 450,000 
Expenses, Bureau of Reclamation in District of Columbia______ (3) 20, 000 25, 000 25, 000 

------------ +30, ()()() ------------ ----------

---+$5;001- ---~~~~- :::::::::::: --~~~~ 22,23, 24 
25 
26-
27 
29 
32 
33 

Expenses, Bureau of Reclamation, Denver office_______________ (4) 20,000 25,000 25,000 
Personal services, Bureau of Reclamation, field legal offices_____ (4) 48,000 50,000 50,000 
Printing and binding, Reclamation Bureau"·------------------ (4) 20,000 30,000 20,000 
Truckee River survey------------------------------------------ ------------ ------------ liO, 000 50,000 ---+50;001- ============ :=::::::=::= ::::=::::: 
National monuments·------------------------------------------ 23,230 23,230 25,030 25,000 ------------ + 1, 770 ------------ -30 
National park roads·------------------------------------------ 1, 500,000 1, 500,000 2, 000,000 2, 000,000 ------------ +500, 000 ------------ ----------

l-------~-----l-------:-------:-------1---~-l------~-----
Total, increase or decrease ____________ ·-------------------------------------------- ------------1------------1 +55, 000 +6n, 910 +20, 000 -70,530 

1 Exclusive of certain proposed transfers not approved by committee. I Items were not segregated. 
'Including salary roll under" General expense" item. 'Limitations only, which do not affect total of the bill. 

Total, all funds above House figure, $732,910. 
Total, all funds below Senate figure, $50,530. 

Mr. COLTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRAMTON. I will. 
Mr. COLTON. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 

the amount appropriated here will enable the department to 
carry on its program of road building in the parks without a 
supplemental appropriation? 

Mr. CRAMTON. We do not anticipate a supplemental esti
mate for 1927 and 1928. My own feeling is, and it is the feel
ing of our committee, that a proper progr-am in the future 
would involre an appropriation of two and a half million dol
lars a year, with authority to contract for a million and a half 
in addition. So that the cash available would be larger than 
the authority to contract instead of the present situation, where 
the authority to contract is larger than the appropriation. 

1\Ir. COLTON. I agree with the gentleman, and that is my 
rea on for asking the question. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman will be interested to know 
that this increase makes possible a very early beginning of one 
of tlle most important scenic highways in America, the Mount 
Carmel Road in Zion National Park, and also the building of 
the south and west road in Mount Rainier Park. 

Amendment 29, added by the Senate and accepted by the 
House conferees, is the same amendment as was offered in the 
House by the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. ARENTZ] when the 
bill was under consideration here. There was not then oppor
tunity for full consideration of it and no expression from the 
department. In view of the following letter from the depart
ment the House conferees accepted the amendment: 

Hon. LOl"IS C. CRAMTON, 

THE SECRETARY 011' THE INTERIOR, 

Wa8Mngton, December f/1, 1928. 

Howte of Representa.ti-ves. 
MY DEAR MR. CnA.MTON : In response to your request over the tele

phone concerning the department's attitude with regard to the item of 
$50,000 proposed to be included in the appropriation act for the 
Bureau of Reclamation, Department of the Interior, for the· fiscal 
year 1928 for investigations on the Trockee River in California and 
Nevada, the following statement is submitted: 

The construction of the Spanish Springs reservoir has been indefinitely 
postponed chiefly because of insufficient water Sllpply. The extremely 
low run-<>11' during 1924 and 1925 bas served to emphasize the short
age and to indicate that the construction of a reservoir of this capacity 
and cost is not justified. The construction of a small reservoir at 
this point is not feasible because of excessive cost. 

There is, and for some years has been, a. shortage of water supply 
for the lands tl'ibutary to the Truckee Canal located on what are 
known as the Fernley and Swingle benches. There are about 7,200 
acres of land under this canal now under water right and other areas 
tributary to the canal for which water rights have not been sold. 
These areas are within the limits of the Truckee division of the New-

lands project. One of the main functions of the proposed Spanish 
Springs reservoir was to furnish the additional water supply necessary 
for the Truckee Canal lands. 

The landowners in the Truckee Meadows near Reno have expressed 
a desire to secure additional stored water, and the present plan now 
is to investigate the possibility of constructing one or more small 
reservoirs on the upper reaches of the Truckee River to furnish water 
for the Truckee Meadows lands and for those under the Truckee Canal. 
It is possible that by this arrangement cheaper storage may be pro
vided for the Truckee lands and at the same time allay some of the 
opposition which has heretofore developed on the part of the Truckee 
Meadows people to the construction of the Spanish Springs reservoir. 

Doctor Mead, of the Bureau of Reclamation, estimates that $50,000 
should be sufficient to make full investigation and report and recom
mends appropriation of this amount for the purpose stated. The 
department concurs in this recommendation. ' 

Very truly yours, 
E. C. FIN!'<EY, AoUnu Secretary. 

"While I have the :floor I should like to call to the attention 
of the Honse recent desirable developments in connection with 
water transpprtation to Alaska. Certain language was in
serted in the item for the Alaska Railroad by our committee 
intended to make it possible for the Alaska Railroad manage
ment to deal with the need for increased water-transportation 
connection. 

Since the bill passed the House I have had this word under 
date of December 23, 1926, from Noel W. Smith, general man
ager of the Alaska Railroad : 

You may be interested in knowing that I have just received word 
from the Alaska Steamship <A>. that they have been advised _by the 
Pacific Steamship Co. that that company will start a weekly steamship 
service between Seattle and Seward commencing about April 1. Prior 
to this time the Pacific Steamship Co. has had service every two weeks. 

The Alaska Steamship Co. advise that they have purchased a new 
steamship of oomewhat the same type as their present Yulcon, which is 
larger than the Northwe8tern. This new boat will be put in service 
instead of the Northwestern and will slightly increase their passenger
carrying capacity. It will also allow them to use the NortllWe&tern 
!or special excursions if any can be worked up. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the conference 
report. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, there is one amendment not 

being authorized by existing law that the conferees did not 
agree upon and is brought back for a separate vote. That is 
amendment 37. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment in 
disagreement. 
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The Clerk read as follows :· 

HOWARD UNIVERSITY 

Salaries : For payment in full or in part of the salaries of the officers, 
professors, teachers, and other regular employees of the university, the 
balance to be paid from privately contributed funds, $150,000, of which 
sum not less than $2,200 shall be used for normal instruction. 

General exiienses: For equipment, supplies, apparatus, furniture, 
cases and shelving, stationery, ice, repairs to buildings and grounds, 
and for other necessary expenses, including $17,600 for payment to 
Freedmen's Hospital for heat and light, $68,00() 

Mr. CRA}ITON. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur 
in the Senate amendment, with an amendment thereto, as 
follows: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all of the Senate amendment and insert in lieu thereof 

the following : 
"HOWARD UNIVERSITY 

" Salaries :- For payment in full or in part of the salaries of the 
oificers, professors, teachers, and other regular employees of the uni
versity, the balance to be paid from prh·ately contributed funds, 
$150,000, of which sum not less than $2,200 shall be used for normal 
Instruction. 

" General expenses: For equipment, supplies, apparatus, furniture, 
cases and shelving, stationery, ice, repairs to buildings and grounds, 
nnd for other necessary expenses, including $17,600 for payment to 
Freedmen's Hospital for heat and light, $68,000. 

"For the construction of one additional dormitory building for 
young· women, $150,000." · 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I should explain that the 
amendment which I har-e offered is the same as the Senate 
amendment except that, in addition to the items restored by the 
Senate, my proposal restores also the $150,000 for the girls' 
dormitory. In other words, the amendment which · I have 
offered is exactly the language of the Budget, is exactly as 
were these provisions in the bill as reported to the House by 
the committee, but add~ $150,000 for constructing a girls' dor-
mitory beyond what the Sena,te prorisions took care of. -

Now, if there is no request for time to discuss this amend
ment, I move the previous question on the amendment and all 
amendments thereto. · 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle

man from Michigan to recede and concur with an amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. CRAMTON, a motion to reconsider the vote 

was laid on the table. · 
Mr. CRAMTON. Under leave gjven to extend my remarks I 

insert tb,e following table comparing appropriations for the 
Interior Department, year by year, 1916 to 1928, inclusive, 
segregating a~ to appropriations from the tribal funds for 
benefit of the Indians, from the Federal Treasury for the In
dians, but reimbursable, gratuity appropriations -for the Indians, 
appropriations for payment of Army and Navy pensions, appro
priations from the reclamation fund, all other appropriations, 
and the totals. The figures here gir-en for 1928 include the 
appropriation for Howard Unite~ity just app!:oved by the 
House. The table follows : 

Annual appt·opriaUons under the Department of the Interior, including deficiencies, fiscaZ years 1915-1928 
[Exclusive of permanent and indefinite appropriations] 

Indian tribal 
funds 

Indian reim- All other Army and 
bursable Indian Reclamation 

All other 
Interior 

appropriations 
Total 

appropriations appropriations Navy pensions 

192!L _____ • _ --_ --- __ -- _____ -- __ -- __ -- ______ • _ --- ___ --- __ 

1927 •. ------£-------------------------------------------
1926 ··----------------- --~ ------------------------------192.) ____________________________________________________ _ 
1924 ____________________________________________________ _ 

1923.----------------------------------------------------1!)22 ____________________________________________________ _ 

1921 __ ------------------------ ----------------------- ----
1920.----------------------------------------------------
1919 __ ---------------------------------------------------
1918 __ --- ------------------------------------------------
1917 ----· ------------------------------------------------
1916.----------------------------------------------------

$2, 301, 800. 00 
2, 354, 520. 00 
2, 135, 010. 00 
2, 612, 700. 00 
2, ~06. 600. 00 
2, 483, 573. 00 
2, 716, 921. 00 
1, 415, 165. ()() 
1,5:31,817.00 
1, 750, <XXJ. 00 
1, 291, 117. 00 
1, 263, 250. ()() 

665,000.00 

$2, 002, 125. 00 
2, 412, 500. 00 
1, 589,178. ()() 
1, 555, 600. 00 
2, 179, 850. 00 
1, 041, 466. 00 
1, 249, 005. 00 
1, 450, 830. ()() 
2, 173,833.00 
2, 133, 583. 00 
2, 029, 500. 00 
1, 921, 986. ()() 

518,740.00 

$9, 286, 810. 00 $221, <XX), 000. 00 
10, 488, 660. ()() 2 193, 000, <XXJ. 00 
13, 720, 303. 55 197, 000, 000. 00 
9, 656, 420. 00 222, 590, 000. 00 
9, 458, 854. ()() 253, 003, 000. 00 
9, 383, 720. 00 268, 000, 000. 00 
8, 724, 170. ()() 265, 000,000. 00 
9, 268, 513. ()() 279, 000, 000. 00 
9, 160, 629. 00 215, 000, 000. 00 
8, 982, 753. 00 223, <XX), <XX). 00 
9, 818, 295. 00 183, 000, 000. 00 
9, 045, 658. 00 163, 000, <XXJ. ()(} 
9, 253, 162. 00 164, 000, 000. ()() 

$11, 793, 800. ()() 
7, 556, <XXJ. ()() 

12, 349, 000. ()() 
11, 106, 289. 00 
12, 250, 000. ()() 
15, 075, 000. ()() 
20, 266, <XX). 00 
8, 463, <XXJ. 00 
7, 300, <XXJ. ()(} 
9, 497, 080. 00 
8, 227, <XXJ. 00 
8, 884,000. ()() 

13, 530, 000. 00 

$16, 167,285.00 
1 13, 866, 258. 00 
3 20, 924, 109. 00 

19, 215, 518. 00 
21, 598, 534. 00 
22, 710, 520. 00 
20, 160, 758. ()() 
21, 972, 532. ()() 
24, 071, 669. ()() 
20, 365, 644. ()() 
28, 396, 245. 00 
18,275,465.00 
15, 120, 077. ()() 

$262,551,820.00 
I 229, 669, 938. 00 
3 247, 717, 600. 55 

266,736,527.00 
300, 896, 838. 00 
318, 694, 279. 00 
318, 116, 854. 00 
321, 570, 040. 00 
259, 237, 948. ()(} 
265, 729, 060. ()() 
232,762, 157. ()() 
:.>m, 390, 359. 00 
203, 086, 979. 00 

t Does not include appropriations for the Patent Office and the Bureau of Mines, which have been transferred tO the Department of Commerce. 
2 Anticipated deficiency for 1927, due to increased rates effective Aug. 4:, 1926, Civil War and Spanish American War pensioners, is expected to add $4l,OOO,<XXJ to this 

amount. . 
• Includes $4,773,160 appropriated for the Patent Office and the Bureau of Mines transferred to the Department of Commerce July 1, 1925. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL 

Ur. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 15641) mak
ing appropriations for the Navy Department and the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for other 
purposes. Pending that motion, I ask to have an understanding 
in the matter of the control of the time for general debate. So 
far as the time itself is concerned, there has been considerable . 
demand, and probably the entire day will be consumed in gen
eral debate. Because of that fact, I suggest that we defer fixing 
the time for closing general debate until later on in the after
noon. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Speaker, I have had several requests for 
time on this side, and I think the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Idaho is a wise one. 

Mr. FRENCH. Then, Mr. Speaker; I ask unanimous consent 
that the time for general debate be controlled one-half by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AYRES] and one-half by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho asks unanimous 
consent that the time for general debate be equally divided, one
half to be controlled by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AYRES] 
and one-half by himself. Is there objection? 

Mr. JOHNSO~ of Washington. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, and I shall not object to the division of time, 
but am making the reservation for the purpose of asking the 
distinguished chairman whether he-knows when this formida
ble document containing the hearings before the subcommittee 
of the House Committee on Appropriations in charge of the 
Navy Departmen~ appropriation bill for 1928, consisting of some 
eight hundred and odd pages, was ready for distribution to 
Members of the House 1 

1\lr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, it was ready for distribution 
yesterday when this bill was reported. 

Mr. JOffi~SON of Washington. How long does the distin
guished gentleman from Idaho think it would take the average 
Member of th-e House to read the 800 pages of printed matter 
contained in this document, the answers and the questions 
and the tables and the statements of admirals and others, with 
relation to the Navy, its condition and its needs? What would 
be a reasonable time for the reading of the 800-page document 
which is filled with information upon matters that are vital to 
every Member of the House? 

Mr. FRENCH. Of course, it would take a consid-erable time 
to read the report, and it would take a considerable time to 
study the report. The hearings are intended to be rather 
encyclopedic, furnishing information on many particular sub
jects in which a Member might be interested. 

1\Ir. JOHNSON of Washington. I was myself anxious to 
look at a little item in connection with the Naval Academy, and 
upon examining the report of the hearings, a copy of which 
I was unable to procure until to-day, I find that the Naval 
Academy matters are touched on in the hearing in not less 
than 15 different places, ranging all the way from page 86 to 
away up to page 285. It will be quite a little task to go 
through this document and try to dig out what I want to learn 
in regard to the Naval Academy, a matter that is not likely to 
be touched upon in general debate at all. 

1\Ir. FRENCH. Generally speaking, may I say that the com-. 
mittee follows the policy of organizing the subject and of outlin
ing it, and on the whole I think the gentleman will recognize that 
the subject is very carefully outlined ; then we bring the sub
ject matters that are discussed together, although there may 
be an interval of several days between the times in which the 
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hearings are held. Sometimes it happens that we must go to 
print with a part of the hearings, and let other parts follow 
along. Of course, it is unfortunate that at any time there 
should be consideration of subjects not in one compact place 
We have done the best we could. I think the index to the hear
ings will supply the deficiency that possibly exists in the 
arrangement of the subjects. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Then I take it that it is the 
thought of the chairman to try and have a compact debate in 
one compact day and thus relieve the general membe_rship of 
the House of the necessity of reading the 800 pages of 
testimony? 

.Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman from Idaho hopes that the 
Members of the House will have a great deal of confidence in 
the members of the committee who · present the subject. We 
are not asking that the debate be closed to-day. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. We do have that confidence 
of which the gentleman speaks, but I notice, incidentally, that 
at this moment the assistant to the distinguished chairman of 
the subcommittee has just .taken his place at the table with 
about a half wheelbarrow load of additional documents, all 
compact and all important, I feel quite sure. I hope that I 
am not trespassing too much upon the time of the distin
guished leader who wants to get ahead with the appropria
tion bills, but I shall take just enough time to state that in my 
opinion the making of appropriation bills in these committees 
by small subcommittees, with a copy of the Budget in their 
hands 40 days ahead of the time when a copy of the Budget is 
in the hands of the other 400 Members of Congress, coupled 
with a determination and desire upon their part to press the 
appropriation bills through with as much speed as possible, is 
an unfortunate. practice. There is a hiatus in the proceed
ings. We who are not on the subcommittee are not in a fair 
way to ascertain what the Navy Department-or any other 
department for that matter-really asked for when it first went 
to the Budget Members of Congress can not be informed upon 
every subject, and it is unfortunate that they have not time 
either to read the hearings or to sit in the committee room 
when they are held, to do either of which is vital to a proper 
understanding of the appropriations and what is going on in 
the way of appropriations. It seems that there might be some 
way by which Members who are not members of the Appro
priations Committee might help that committee without appear
ing to be in the role of interlopers or of obstructionists or of 
particular opposition to any particular Budget program. I 
take it that the Budget Bureau does not really intend to be a 
body superior to Congress itself. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my 

reservation of objection. 
The SPEAKER: Is there objection to the request of the 

gentlem·an from Idaho? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question ls on the motion of the gentle

man from Idaho that the House resolve itself into the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera
tion of the bill H. R. 15641, the naval appropriation bill, 
with Mr. CHINDBLOM in the chair. 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 
Mr. FRENCH. Mr. ·Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

dispense with the .first reading of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chain:pan and gentlemen of the com

mittee, in making a general statement on the naval appropri
ation bill, I am going to follow the course that I followed two 
years ago, rather than the course that I followed a year ago, 
and ask the opportunity of making a general statement on the 
bill without interruption, after which I shall be glad to be in
terrogated, if there is anyone who compliments me enough to 
want to ask a question. Also, I suggest that unde'r the five
minute rule it is my thought to be very genero:us in debate, and 
that we may at that time, when we have the particular subject 
matter before us, answer the interrogations that will be perti
nent to the immediate subject. 

The Navy appropriation bill is necessarily one of the greatest 
of the supply bills that come before the Congress, and this year 
it carries in direct and indirect appropriations the amount of 
$324,394,680, as against $334,074,575 in the current year. At 

this point I insert in my remarks a short table showing the 
direct and indirect appropriations to which I have refeiTed: 

Direct appropriations: 
Navy Department__------------------
Naval service ___ ----------------------

Total __ - __ --------------------------
Indirect appropriations, naval service _____ 
Contract authorizations, naval service _____ 
Reappropriation. naval service ____________ 

Grand total __ -------------------- ___ 

Appropri
ated, 1927, 
including 
deficiency 

and supple
mental ap

propriations 

$4,289,570 
315, 628, 005 

319, 917, 575 
5, 000,000 
9,082, ()()() 

75, ()()() 

334, 074, 575 

Estimated, 
1928 

$4, 184,800 
310, 518, 850 

314, 703, 650 
I 4, 000,000 

5,000, 000 
12,000 

323, 715, 650 

Proposed, 
1928 

0 $4,289,83 
310,262, 850 

314,552, 680 
14,000, 000 

5,000, ()()() 
842, 000 

324,394, 6BO 

I Exclusive of $1,115,000, more in the nature of a bookkeeping transaction. 

The moneys for the current year to which I have referred 
include not only the appropriations carried in the appropria 
tion bill of a year ago, but also the supplemental appropriations 
that were carried in deficiency bills; and in that connection 
we must look ahead to certain supplemental estimates that 
probably will come to the Congress and will need to be in
cluded in the Budget before this Congress shall adjourn for 
the fi cal year 1927 or for 1928. 

It is very possible, for instance, that authorization wili be 
made for increase of limit of cost on the two ah·craft carriers, 
and if so that will require, in a rough way, $3,500,000. 

Your committee has no authority to bring in recommenda
tions of money for that purpose at this time. We under
stand also that certain deficiency estimates in connection 
with submarine modifications will come in that will aggregate, 
possibly, another $1,250,000. We understand that, possibly, 
estimates will come in, a uming that there will be legislative 
authorization, for the modernization of a couple of the older 
battleship , and if that should be done it will again claim an
other appropriation that will probably run into seven figures. 

I mention these things now so that you will not think that 
the problem is solved, when you may pass this appropriation 
bill, so far as moneys may be concerned. 

We have heard a great deal during the last several days 
about the state of the Navy, the ships that we have in com
parison with the ships of other navies, and only the other· day 
the statement was carried in the newspapers of a speech 
delivered in another body in which it was declared that if we 
should have one . more limitation of armament conference we 
would have no Navy at all. 

Of course, such statements are calculated largely for propa
ganda purposes. Such statements as that are inaccurate. 
They oftentimes do not do justice to the ordinary candor of 
those who make them. 

I want at this time to place ln the RECORD a statement show
ing the allocation of the ships of the United States Navy durinO' 
the cun·ent year 1927 and during the proposed year 1928 th~ 
types of the different ships, and it will appear that we appro
priate in this bill money to care for 320 ships of the United 
States Navy for 1928 in commission, apart from vessels 
assigned to shore activities: 

Vessels as
Vessels in Vessels not signed to 

commission in ~~0mis- sh?i!:f~iv- Total 

commission 

1928, 

1927 .;:,~~d 1927 1928 1\127 1928 1927 1928 
for 

--------------------·l----1----1----1----1----il~----------

Battleships: First line ____________________ 15 16 
First line (reduced com.mis-

sion) ---------------------- 3 2 Cruisers, second line ____________ 4 2 
Light cruisers: First line ____________________ 

10 10 
Second line __ -------------·-- 3 2 

Aircraft carriers: First line ____________________ 12 2 
Second line.. ___ -------------- 1 1 

Mine layers, second line _________ 2 2 

1 Reduced commission, floating oil storage. 
2 Not yet completed. 

------ ------ ------
6 8 1 

----8- ----g- ------

------ ------ ------
2 ----2- =====~ 

~~~~~J 18 

1 11 

------ 10 
11 

------ '2 
------ 1 

4 

18 

11 

10 
11 

2 
1 • 
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Vessels as

Vessels not signed to 
Vessels in in commis- shore activ- Total 

commission sion ities in 
commission 

1928, 

1927 J,~d 1927' 1928 19Z7 1928 1927 1928 

for 
-----------1---1---------1-----
Destroyers: First line____________________ 103 103 156 156 3 3 262 262 

Second line _________________ ------ ------ 8 8 ---------- - - 8 8 
Light mine layers--------------- 6 6 8 8 ------ ------ 14 14 
Submarines: 

First line____________________ 48 j8 2 2 ------ ------ 50 
Second line__________________ 29 29 36 36 ------ ------ 65 

Fleet submarines, first line______ 4 5 2 2 ------ ------ 6 

50 
65 
7 

have, their tonnage individually and in the aggreaate and the 
maximum caliber of guns. The terms are as follo;.s : ' 

United Great Japan France Italy States Britian 

Type .. ~ .. ~ .. a> ... ~ ... a> 
a> a> a> tlll <1) <1) tlll .a "' .a "' .a "' .a "' .a "' s l=l 

~ § ~ 
l=l ~ § a § " l=l o:l ::l 0 0 0 ::l 0 ::s 0 z 8 z 8 z 8 z 8 z 8 

----------
Battleship, first 

line, built. _______ 18525,850 18 525,8.50 6191,320 6138,768 5 108,360 
Building, first line .. 0 ------- 2r 70, ()()() 0 : ______ 0 ------- 0 -------Built, second line __ 0 ------- 0 ------- 0 ------- 3 55,776 2 25,310 
Bflt, cruisers, first. 

0 ------- 41122, 700 1~ 110, ()()() 0 ------- 0 -------me._------------
:-----·--Totals ________ 18525,850 22ll580,450l 10,301, 520 ,194, 5441 71133,670 

P atrol vessels: 
Eagles__ __ __________________ 3 
Gunboats_______ ____________ 12 12 

34 
1 
2 
5 

37 16 16 
3 ------ ------

53 
13 
8 

30 

rg 1 Nelson and Rodney, building to replace Ajax, Centurian, King George V, and 
8 Thunderer. When this replacement is effected, as it will be within a vear, the capital 

27 ship tonnage for the British Empire will be (20 ships) 558,950 tons. · Converted yachts_ ______ ____ 6 6 
Subcbasers __________________ ------ ------

2 
4 25 23 

Allliliaries: 
Destroyer tenders ________ ,__ 6 6 3 3 ------ ------ 9 9 
Submarine tenders__________ 7 6 2 3 ------ ------ 9 9 
Aircraft tenders_____________ 1 1 ------ ------ ------ ------ 1 1 
Repair ships________________ 2 2 1 1 ------ ------ 3 3 
Store ships__________________ 2 2 3 3 ------ ------ 5 5 
Colliers_____________________ 1 I 1 4 4 5 5 
Oilers ________ _.______________ 9 9 9 9 1 2 1 2 20 20 
Ammunition ships__________ 1 1 1 1 ------ ------ 2 2 
Cargo ships_________________ 3 3 3 3 ------ ------ 6 6 
Transports_ _________________ 2 2 ------ ------ ------ 2 2 
Hospital ships_______________ 2 2 1 1 ------ 3 3 
Ocean tugs__________________ 7 7 11 11 19 19 37 37 
Mine sweepers______________ 24 Zl 11 11 8 5 43 43 
Miscellaneous_______________ 5 5 ------ ------ 5 5 

Unclassified _____________________ ------------ 9 9 22 22 31 31 
Ferryboats and launches ________ ------'------ 21 21 21 21 
Ambulance boats _______________ ------ ~ ------ 1 1 2 2 3 3 
District patrol vessels ___________ ------------ 2 3 2 2 4 5 
Harbor t~gs _____________________ ------ ------ 4 3 55 55 59 58 
Crane sbtps _________ ____________ ------ ------ 1 1 1 1 
Unclassified: District craft_ _____ ----- -' ------ 7 7 7 7 

TotaL ____________________ 37i"J3i>l33fi 3441831781842 842 
1 Reduced commission, floating oil storage. 

Other provisions were made touching the United States under 
which we were to substitute the Colora.d .. o and West Virgin-ia 
for the North Dakota and Delatvare. Provisions were made 
under which Japan, France, and Italy would perform certain 
definite building or replacement programs and under which 
general_ rules were outlined, and in addition to this, general 
rules for replacement were outlined for all the nations that 
were parties to the treaty. 

Great Britain was given slightly more tonnage than the 
United States because of the inferior character of certain . of 
her ships in comparison with the battleships of the United 
States and of Japan. The country must assume that a fair 
ratio on battleships, on tonnage of substitute battle cruisers, 
was attained when the conference treaty was made. Now, may 
I ask whether anything has happened since this treaty was 
agreed to that so far as battleships are concerned tends to lessen 
the strength of the United States within the ratio? l\Iy answer 
is emphatically that no such thing has occurred. On the other 
han~ the position of the United States is better than it was by 
reason of things that we have been able to do wholly within the 

I have indicated in figures the- amount of money that we are terms of the treaty. Great Britain's powerful dreadnaughts
carrying in the pending bill, and I have indicated by way of the Nelson and the Rodney-will take their positions shortly in 
comparison the moneys carried for the current year. But there the British line. Our replacement ships-the Col()rad.Q and the 
is something more important when great policies are invol"red West Virgini{lr-have ah·eady taken their place in our line. 
than the amount of money allowed for a particular purpose. Great Britain among her 20 ships that will stand in lieu of our 
There is something more important than whether or not we 18 battleships has 5 that are coal burners, and it is not 
shall appropriate nearly $325,000,000 for the Navy for the com- planned, so far as we know, that they be changed. The United 
ing fiscal year. The country is concerned in whether or not we States when the treaty was signed had six coal burners among 
are maintaining an adequate Navy. It is concerned in whether her battleships. The last year witnessed the conversion of 
or not we are fairly complying with the obligations we assumed three of these ships into oil burners and the modernization of 
in the limitation of armament treaty. We are rightfully con- these three ships as well. The three remaining coal burners 
cerned in whether or not we are engaged in a program that are at this time in the navy yards being transformed into oil 
will mean competition in armaments upon the part of the burners and being modernized. They will take their places in 
nations of the world, eitlfer by making ourselves so inefficient the American Navy in about 10 months, or within the fi cal year 
that nations of limited wealth will as ume they can outstrip for which we are now appropriating. Consider here that only 
us an<l that we do not care or through a program of building one of the capital ships of Great Britain is to-day equipped with 
that i'3ntravagant we inspire other nations to raise that issue catapults and airplanes and that every battleship of the United 
by increasing their naval establishments. States, and every cruiser regards catapults and airplanes as a 

That you may answer this question you must consider a part of its necessary equipment and is provided with them. 
number of factors. You must consider the ships maintained Other comparisons can be made touching speed and range of 
by the American Navy and the ships of similar types main- guns and touching antitorpedo protection, but on the whole these 
tained by the other nations that are signatory to the limitation comparisons are not to the discredit of the ships of the 
treaty. You must consider the readiness of the Navy to respond American Navy. 
in event of need. You must consider the number of officers and The question of the comparative strength of the battleships 
men and their efficiency. You must consider the Navy from the of the United States and Great Britain was considered by the 
standpoint of its abili ty to perform any service that it might be Naval Appropriations Subcommittee two years ago, when 
called upon to undertake. I want to give th'e House a picture Colonel Roosevelt, the then ABsistant Secretary, was before the 
of our Navy and ask you to consider with me the several factors committee. A colloquy occurred that indicates the thought 
that are most outstanding that enter into a well-rounded naval at that time of this responsible officer connected with the Navy 
esta blishment. Department. The colloquy, in part, is as follows : 

The terms set forth In the limitation of armaments treaty Mr. FRE.~CH. Is it true that on an average our capital ships are 
define the number and t onnage of battleships, the tonnage of more modern and are better ships in every way than the British ships? 
aircraft carriers, and the maximum tonnage of individual units· Colonel RoosEVELT. Yes; on an average. I remember the expression 
the maximum tonnage of all other kinds of individual ships: used by Admiral Chatfield at the time we were talking about that. 
although not the sum total of other tonnage. It defines the He said, '' The tail of your column is not as good as the tail of our 
caliber of guns that may be carried on the different types column, but the body of your column and the head of your column are 
and other lesser details looking to the carrying out of thes~ very much better than any of the rest of our column." 
essential factors. The British believe that in battleships the advantage lies 

BATTLESHIPS with the United States, and I may say further there is not an 
Consider first the battreship situation. In the limitation of American who is familiar with our capital ships who would not 

armament treaty the limit was fixed on the number of ships of readily agree to the suggestion that our capital ships are equal 
this type that each of the powers signatory to the treaty might to the capital ships of the British Navy. 



_108_6 COXGRESSION AL RECORD-HOUSE JANUARY 4 
AIRCR.APT CARRIERS 

The other treaty ship, where tonnage is limited, is the air
craft carrier. Here is a naval ship of a new type. Even now 
it is in its e1L-pcrimental stage. Under the treaty ba is of 
5--5-3 aircraft-carrier tonnage is limited to a maximum of 
"135,000 tons for each Gre-.at Britain aud the United State , 
and three-fifths of that amount for Japan, and proportionate 
ratios for France and Italy. Furthermore, no carrier may be 
built of greater tonnage than 27,000 tons, with the exception 
of carriers that were defined in the treaty as permissible to 
build through the conversion of cruisers that were under con
struction. The status of ships of this type is as follows: 

United Great Japan France Italy 
States Britain 

Type 
Num- Ton- Kum- Ton- Num-l:£ Num- Ton- Num-

ber nage ber nage ber nage ber nage ber 

Aircraft carriers, first - I 
line: 

0 -···--· Built. .... ---- - --- 0 -- --- -- 2 41 , 890 0 - ------ 0 
Building ______ ____ 2 66,000 2 37,200 2 53,800 1 21,160 0 

Aircraft carriers, sec-
0 ond line, built .•.... 1 12,700 2 25,400 1 9, 500 0 --------- - - --

21,1001 TotaL ..•.•.... 3 ~~ 700 6104,490 3 63,300 1 0 

A moment ago I said that the aircraft carrier is a ship of a 
new type. It was not known until a few years ago that we 
could take off from the deck of a ship or effect a landing 
upon it. We haYe proceeded cautiously in the matter. Our 
experimental shlp is the· Langley, not built originally as an 
aircraft carrier. Great Britain has two experimental ships of 
similar tonnage, and Japan one experimental ship, three
fourths as large. The experimentation that the Aviation Serv
ice of the Navy has carried forward on the Langley has proven 
of the highest value. It has definitely determined matters that 
ha"\"e to do with taking off in flight, that ha"\"e to do with land
ing, that have to do with the construction of aircraft and car
riers, touching design from a multitude of angles. The Sara
toga and Lewington, which are now rapidly approaching com
pletion, will receive the benefits of the experimentation upon 
the Langley. They are better ships than if they had been com
pleted four year ago. In tonnage we are not up to the ratio 
figure, but from the standpoint of efficiency we are making 
progress. Better that we proceed slowly and build new car
riers when we may be satisfied that we have perfected proper 
nnd adequate designs than that we rush forward in the con
struction of caniers, so that in the shortest possible time we 
could attain the tonnage permitted in the treaty. OtherwLe 

·our aircraft caniers might be of a type upon their completion 
that we would need to regard as obsolete or obsolescent. 

I take it that the Naval Affairs Committee of the House 
must have been impressed with this point of view and must 
have been controlled by it, for that committee has not brought 
in a bill authorizing the construction of an additional aircraft 
carrier beyond the three that the United States has completed, 
or is in process of completing. 

CRUISERS 

We now come to the cruiser situation. First of all, I am 
going to ask you to consider a table which is before you, and 
which I shall ask to have incorporated in my remarks at this 
point: 

Cruisers and light cruisers 

United 
States 

Great 
Britain Japan France Italy 

I z 

~ ~ ~ ~ 

ao .ozi a ~ a zi a z~ ~ 
8 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

-------1-----------------
Cruisers and light 

cruisers at time of 
treaty: 

Crusjers builL. 10 131,300 4 58,200 4 34.756 10120,359 li 46,500 
L i g h t cruisers 

built__________ 3 11,250 63300,870 13 60,290 9 44,676 1039,100 

L i g h t cruisers I 
c::~;;;~:=t~=~ --~t:;.~j(:~~~~ 

Light cruisers, 
first line _______ ~! 75,000 ~ 38,750 ~1 67,505~ (I) (1) 

1 

(1) 

1 Not a>ailable as to France and Italy. 

Crui-sers ana light cruisers- Continued 

United 

I 
Or est Japan France Italy States Britain 

~ ... ... ... ... 
Q) 0 c::> "' .0 .c .c .c .c a a a a a fll a a ~ 

l7l 

::l ::I i 
Cl ::I Cl 

0 0 0 0 0 z 8 z 8 8 z 8 z 8 
1- -- i- - -- - - - - --

Cruisers and light 
cruisers to-day: 

Light cruisers, 
first line . . •... _ 10 75,000 40 194,200 19102,005 3 16,731 8,30, 'i 4 

Light cruisers, •.. .,, . second line ____ 11 48,380 6 27,3621 1 3,395 21 6, 274 
Cruisers, second 

line .. --------- 11 139, 450,.:.:.:.::..:. ------- 7 64, 098 101118,333 __ 3,31,228 
1-TotaL ______ 31 254,425 49 242t 580 --a2i193, 465 u 1138, 459 13:68,286 

Building and pro-
F== 

11~~1- M,~ 1.~ 
jected: 

Light cruisers, 
first line; 
building ______ 2 20,000 11 6 53,619 

Authorized and 
appropriated for ___ ____ ____ _ 3 30,000 3 

~:~:1:_::: ::::::: ____ : _:~: 
----- ------Authorized but 

not appropri-
ated for _______ 

3 ------- 9 ----- ------

From much that has been said in the pre and in public 
speeches and from the vast amount of propaganda literature 
that bas been coming to our desks we would be led to belie\e 
that Great Britain and Japan are engaged in a mad ru-h in 
cr~:Iiser building and that these nations are not acting in good 
faith and have not acted in good faith since the armament 
agreement. The proponents recite that cruisers under the 
treaty are ~ot specifically limited as to number, but they say 
that the spll'it of the 5-5-3 agreement applies to cruisers. I 
could wish that there was an agreement that would apply to 
all types of crafts and am quite willing to accept the formula 
as applying to cruisers, providing those who are engaged in a 
cruiser campaign will accept the formula touching all factoi:S 
that enter into naval defense. 

Pending such an agreement, we ·must take into con ideration 
all the factors, the predominance of one nation in one factor 
as against the predominance of another nation in another 
factor, and go ahead on the basis of a program that will be 
measurably just and fair toward all; that will not inspire the 
thought that the United States is cringing and will not main
tain her defenses, or that, on the other band, will not inspire 
the thought that the United States is bent on a competitive 
building program. One of the greatest American philo. opher 
humorists said, "It ain't what we know that hurts us, it is 
what we know that ain't so." 

That is the difficulty touching na1al programs. 
Now, let us consider the cruiser chart that I have presented. 

How has the situation changed since the Washington treaty? 
At the time of the treaty the United States had 13 cruisers 
and, in addition, 9 gunboats that are now listed asfluisers 
but that are not shown on the chart at the time of t11e treaty. 
'These 22 ships were from 3,000 tons to nearly 16,000 ton. , and 
in speed were rated from 21 to 27 knots. Great Britain had 
67 cruisers with an average of less than 5,500 tons and only 
10 that were above 5,440 tons. 

In speed they ranked with ours. Japan had 17 cruisers that 
in tonnage and speed rated about with the cruisers of Great 
Britain and the United States. 

It may be said that many of the crui ~ers in this list were old, 
and that is true-true of the United States, true of cruisers of 
all three nations, in fact-and many of tbem must be classified 
as cruisers of the second class and not fit for great service. 
Two of ours go back to the nineties-the Rochester and the 
Olympia-and are probably retained largely through sentiment. 
Seven other light cruisers go back to 1900-1905 and 3 light 
cruisers and 10 second-line cruisers go back to 1!>05-1910. At 
the time of the limitations conference one of Japan's was of the 
1890 vintage, another of 1904. Whether or not they are included 
in her list to-day I do not know. 

Of Great Britain's 67, 13 go back to 1914-1916, while 24 
appear to have been withdrawn from serviCe. 

Notice, too, that the United States was building 10 cruisers, 
Great Britain none, and Japan 5. 

You will notice from the chart that the crui ers at the time 
of the treaty were not classified a cruisers of the first and 
second line--they were listed in a common column. The figures 
furnished us at the present and recent hearings list the shipl=l 
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of the various types as belonging to the first or second line, de
pending upon their fitness as figllting units. 

Now, may I dire<:t your attention to the changes in the 
situation since the armament treaty was agreed to? The 
United States since that time, or in 1923 to 1925, has com
pleted 10 crui ers of the first line, with a tonnage of 7,500 
tons ea(·h, and with a speed of 33.7 knot;~. Great Britain since 
the treaty has completed G cruiser: of the first line and Japan 
has ('Ompleted 12. Now, notice the cruisers listed in the 
present :serrh·e of each country. The United Stutes ha JO 
~ruh;er · of 7,li00 tons each of the first line and 22 of the 
8econd line. Great Britain has 40 cruiser of the first line 
anu n of the :o;econu, while J;_lpan has 19 of the first line and 
13 of the second. You will notke thnt of Great Britain's 
67 crui:-:erti at the time of the trc>aty fiye years ago, 2-1 no 
lon~er appear and 9 are listed hy our officers as belonging to 
the second line, all this on uecuunt of age and tonnage and 
lack of <:>ffiden('y of the <:raft. 

Now, turn for u moment to the cruh;er-lmilding program of 
the sevcrul nutionH. The "Gnitetl States is building 2 cruisers 
of the 10,000-ton das ·. Three more lluYe been appropriated 
for, while 3 other~ ha,-e been a nthori:~.ed. Great Britain is 
buHclingo 11 erubers of the 10,000-ton class, 3 more have been 
appropriated for of somewhat le~s tonuage, nnd 9 additional 
cruis0rs. tonnuge uot imlicatell, have been authorizetl. but not 
apvrovdate<l for. Japan is building 6 crul.~crs slightly under 
the 10,000-ton <:lu~::l. 

W0 ba \'e lH:en told tllut by 1032, when the8e programs shall 
hnYe hE:>t:•n eomple~ed. not induding- the crui~ers authorizetl, 
but not appropriated for, the l'nited States will huYc lo 
cruiRcrti of the fir~t line, Great llrituin will ha,·e 54, alHl 
Jai)Un 2.3. Uempmbet· in this connection that by 1!)32, 19 of 
the 54 British <:rniser::; will be more than 15 years ol<l, an<l 
on the rule that the American officer avply to . the Navy of 
th<" l'nited fitateH, will have to take th('ir place in tlle seeond 
line, . o that inl:ltead of there bein~ G4 <:rui ·ers in Great 
Britain':-:1 first line nnvy, there will b£' but ~5. 

Con ·iller another factor, tonnage: In 1932, G of the cruisers 
of the tTnite'l States will be of the 10,000-ton class; 10 will be 
of the 7,500-ton <:la. ·. All of them will be not older than 10 
years aud some of them only fresh from the shipbuiluing yard~. 

Of Great Britain's new c:ruiHers, 11 will be of tlle 10,000-ton 
class and 3 somewhat less, while Japan will have but 6 crui~ers 
that will be in the cia. s with the best cruiser.· of either Great 
Britain or the United States. 

l<'urth<·rmore, of these u4 cruisers of Great Britain in 1932, 
34 will he un<ler 5.000 tons, and three-fourthH of the crui::;ers 
of .Tapan of approximately tile snme tonna~e. 

~o. th<'n, while it iH true that the United States now and in 
19~2 will be short of the 5-5--3 ratio in crnisers, our shortage 
i'3 not the :-;hortage that the propagandist for a competitive 
shipbuilding program would have ul':l believe, anti it is a short
age that is offset in large degree b:r another factor to which I 
shall dired attention. 

In the meantime I stand for tile policy of orderly procedure in 
our development, and proce<lure in harmony with every effort 
that our country should make to re<lu<:e by agreement the 
burden• of armament. 
IS THERE A :UAD RACE I~ CUUISER BUILDING 0~ TllE PART OF GREAT BRITAIN 

AND JAPAN? 

So much has been said in the press about a mad race in 
competitive crui ·er building on the part of Great Britain and 
Japan that I must not let the criticism go unanswered. The 
United • 'tateR, by way of repetition, is now building two 
10,000-ton crui ·£'rs. 'Y'e have made appropriations for three 
more, an<l work upon them will begin in a few months. Three 
more haye been authorized, and the Committee on Naval A.O:airs 
of the Hou~e has placed upon the calendar a bill provi<ling for 
10 more 10,000-ton cruisers, of which I asi'lume three may be 
regarded as taking the place of the tllree heretofore authorized 
but not appropriated for. 

Now turn to Great Britain. Great Britain i, building to-day 
11 ('ruisers of the 10,000-ton class and 3 of a class slightly 
lower. In audition to this, nine cruisers have been authorized, 
and the papers within the last few days have carried the state
ment that one of them is to be built . hortly. 

Turn to Japan. Japan is to-day building six cruisers of the 
10,000-ton clas" or slightly under. Surely there is nothing in 
this program to arouse apprehension. Four of the e six are 
still on the ways-they have not been launched-while two 
other.-· are far behind in their program of construction. 

We are told that .Japan has n most important navy-building 
progrnrn that she is about to undertake. nut what are tlw 

facts? One year ago the marine mini~ter of Japan proposc>!l 
a shipbuilding program that would coYer a period of four 
years, that would entail an expenditure of nppro:x:imately 
$147,000,000. That program called for 33 ships-

r~~~~~~;i~~~~~~~=~======~=========~===~=================== 1g 

~1.:1r.ri;~:f~;;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ! 
That program was rejected. 'Vithin thf' last few weP.ks 

anotller program has heen ~ubmitted by the miniBter of marin<•. 
The new program cnllH for an E':xpeudittH<' of ahout *laO.nOO.OOO 
over a period of five years. Thi. program, as to number of 
~bips, calls for-

]l(f~~::~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 1: 
From the foregoing this program is $1G,400.000 und('r the pro

gram of a :rear a~o, and calls for a spread over five years 
instead of four. What the fate of this progrnm will be is for 
the Japanese administration and the Diet to d<'tcrmine. To the 
present it has not been approved, hut may I direct yom· attE'n
tion to the most significant factor in conncdion ·with the 
program. 

l!~or the next fisrnl year the marine mini~ter has asked, under 
the program, $2,300,000, nnd for the year following $5.960.000. 
I direet particulnr attention to the~e mall estimates of ex
penditure for the first two years to empha. i7.e my thought that 
Japnn is not engaged in nny mad shipbuilding pro~ram. The 
marine minister calls for an expenditure of $130,GOO,OOO for 
new ships tentatively allocated over a period of five years, and 
then asks that less than 2 per cent of it be expended the first 
yenr and less than 5 per cent of it the second year. What 
doc>s this mean'! Surely not that .Japan is engaged in a mad 
race for competitive shipbuilding. Rather, it mean that Japan 
is proceeding cautiously; that she has hopes that through a 
further limitation-of-arms conference it may be possible for 
her to abandon part of what now seems to be a nece sary 
program. Failing in thnt, doubtles she contemplates that 
with an expenditure of less thnn 7 per cent during the fir:-;t 
two year~ of a five-year program Rhe will spread the balance 
of the total not over the remaining three years but over several 
or many ad<litional years. 

Gf'ntlemen, let us be fair in this matter. Let us recognize the 
truth. Let us not be swept off our feet and plun~ed into an 
unwarranted shipbuilding program by those who draw infer
ences from actions that are taken by other nations. 

DESTROYERS 

'Ve now come to another important type of ship--the <le
~troyer. The destroyer is a screening !,;hip essentially. Il h; 
swift; it is agile. It can not perform the service of the crui~er 
of larger tonnage. It is a ship of the type that can not be dis
pensed with in a modern fleet. At tllis point I direct your 
attention to the number of destroyers and the tonnage of the 
limitation-treaty nations: 

United States British Empire I e. pan 

----------t----1-----------------
Destroyers first line: 

Built__________________ 262 312,479 169 11).1,575 78 81i,6.'i0 

!~~~~iieci."anci-api>~a:- -------- ----------1 2 2, 54o 6 s, 670 
priated for ___________ ------------------,------------------ 8 ll, 560 

Total ________________ -u2" 312,479 1--rn-1 197,115 --92-105:0 
Authorized, but not ==1=1=1=1·= 

appropriated for_____ 12 ---------- '27 ---------- 0 ----------

Destroyers, leaders, first ==,==i 1= line: 
Built. _________________ ------------------ 18 31,310 ------------------

~~~~~~~eci"and-appro:- -------- ----------·-------- ---------- -------- ----------
priated !or ___________ -------- _________ _/_ _______ ---------- 4 7, 400 

Total---------------- ==1==1--l8-j31,3i0 4 ~ 
==--====:' 

Destroyers, second line, I ~~ I built_____________________ 8 5, 936 61 "200 12 7, 8SO 
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A: important as is the de~troyer in any navy, tllO~e wllo nre 

urging n <-"'IDJletitive shipbuilding program haYe not directed 
attt•ntion to the fad that the t:Jnited States hns 262 destroyer:) 
of the fir:'lt line, a~ainst 1G9 destroyer· of the fin,1: line of Great 
Britain and 7 of Japan. H<'re the rntio is tremendou~ly in 
favor of the United States. This m true notwithstanding the 
fnct that Greut Britain has 18 ue::;troyer l<'mlcn~, which, after 
all, are•lc8troyer · ot somewhat larger tonnage and ;peed. 

This situation and the cruL-;et· situation were in the mindR of 
ibo ·e who ·at around the eonferenee table that shaped the 
limitation agreement. The l.Jnited States wn~ weak in crui. er 
strength in compari~on with Great Britain, but Great Britain 
and Japan were weak in de~troycr strength in compari!'lon with 
the "Cnited State . 

Rf.'member that these two types of ship cun not stand great 
vunishment, but, on the other ban<l, remember that they both 
t·an iuflict <lflmage upon capital ~<11ips and all other naval craft. 
One de,-tro.rer can not b counted as a et-off against a cruiser; 
hut when it i: remembered that the United States has nearly 
100 destroyer::; more than Great Britain and nearly 200 more 
than Japan, surely the . hi~ of this type must be regarded as 
having Talue wl1cn we recall the many cruiser. of both Great 
llritain and Jnpan that belong to the 3,000 und 5,000 ton clas~. 

SUR~IARDiES 

There is another type of ship that I want to draw your at
tention to in a comparative way-the submatine. Here again 
i~ an intcre~ting comparl~on, and I direct your attention to the 
table showing submRrines and the tonnage of the different 
cla.-f4e:~ built or within the program of the armament-treaty 
nations: 

lJnited State:! Great Britlan Japan 

Num
ber Tonnage N=- Tonnage N~- Tonnage 

----------1----1-----------------
Flrrt !'ubmarines, first line: 

Built •... ---------------
lluilding ----- _ ---------
Authorized and appro-

priule!l for------------
Total _______________ 

('rni: r o;ubmarines, 1lr. t 
line. 

6 9, 6'75 
-------- ----------

9, hiS 

4 8.680 6 10, 110 
3 4, 14.5 5 7,000 

6 8.0i0 9 11,970 

13 I 20. 95 20 29, OSO 

Building_______________ 2 --------- -------- ---------- -------- ----------
AuthoriT.<'d and appro-

priat<'d for ____________ -------- --------- -------- ---------- -------- ----------

Total_______________ ---------- -------- ---------- -------- ----------
1===!====4==='===== 

Submarint>s, first line: 
Ruilt___________________ liO 43,822 28 25, l!iO ~ 34, R.'-\4 
Building _______________ ------------------ 1 890 2 1, 663 

TotaL _______________ --50- 43,822 ~--29- 26, OW --.5- 36,497 

A~~~{~~cfor~~~-~~~-~:~~~~-- 1 , __________ I__ ____ __I _________ J _______ ----------

Mf>7:lf.!" ___ :~~-~:. --------1----------1 sl 2,o1o 1------~= Buildlni--------------- 1 ---------- -------- ---------- 3 3, 000 

TotaL_______________ 1 ==~--31---;;6701--3 --a,ooo 
---===== 

Mfi~~!~Bull~~~-~!~~:- --------'----------' 21 3, 200 I ________ ----------======--====:== 
Submarines, second line: I 

~~~~~~zl=~~=i~~~~= -----~~- ---~~:~- -----=~- ---~~~- -----~~- -----~:~~ 
priated for ___ -------- -------- ---------- ,-------- ---------- -------- ----------

TotaL ___ .:___________ 651 31,2821 2(110,368 10 3,259 

M~~~~e: ~UJiiT~~~-~~- ---·-·-- ---------- -------- --------·- -------- ----------
The submarine ituation ngaln is favorable rather than un

favorable to the United States. Some of the discussions thnt 
hn•e appeared in tile public pre. · recently baTe uirected atten
tion to the fact that Great Britain and Japan haTe in what 
nrc cia .:Hied a fleet ~uhmnri11e:;; built and building larger 
number. t.hun the {;nited State~. Two factors must be taken 
into account, however, in com:i<lering this queHtion. 

In the fir;t place, Great Britain is credited with building 
three of tbi · type, Japan flxc. and the United States none. 
On the other hnnd, t11e United States i. huiltling two sub
mnrines that nre clo ·iticu a~ cruiser submarine.", while <Jf 
this type Great llritain nnd Japan are builuing none. The 
fleet ·ul•mnrhte, and thc cruiser submarines nrc intended for 
similar purpose·. ln this program the <lifferent nations are 

rom11t>ting with E"acll other for effidency, speed, rndhts, nml 
safety. The f:Ubmarine lHolongs to a type of ship that is of 
comparatively re<.•ent origin. It h; only 10 years ago that the 
Allic>d Powers were in con~ternation over the feat of the Ger
man cro.i,.;er submnrinc when ·be came to the <;bores of America 
and departed, making a safe return to her home port. 'Ylu1 t 
the future muy hold in submarine building we do not know. 

I direct attention to tile fact that the ubmflrines that arc 
listed as fleet submarines of Japan, Great Britain, and U•e 
Uniteu State: are in tonna~e small in compari:-:on with ,vhnt 
naval engineers helieYe must be the mo ·t efficient fleet ub
mnrine of the future, but wba teTer balan<'e may be again ·t 
the United States tom·hing fleet anu crui · r suumariue~. it is 
more than off::;et by the preponuerance in favor of th~ Unite<l 
States of the large number of other efficient submarines. 

01-'FIC!:R A~D EXLJSTED PERSO,"~I•:L 

We now come to the oflker nnd enlistP<l J)er:-:ounel of the 
Navy. On f.\evtember 30 la~t there were ;),117 line offi<"er on 
the active li:-;t, of which nnmher 62 were additional uumbNH. 
On the same date there were 1,948 staff offi<:er~ ancl 1,4G(i thief 
warr-ant anu warrant offi.C'e1'.", a grand total of ,5:11. 'l'hi~ 
bill provides the monE.'y for !),262 officers of the line. 1.HH!l 
. taf'r offieers, and for 1,479 chief warrant an<l wana.nt officer:, 
a grand total of 8,710. 

'!'he authorized number of line officers i::4 G,4H9 on thf' lmf.li~ 
of the autho1·ized eulisted ~trength of 137,485. We will l>c 
237 short of that numher in 192H, according to the pa~' figure.~. 
~'he actual number is quite conjectural, beeause t11ere 11Te 
many influencing clements. 

We have carried in the !Jill proYi.·ion for 82,500 men, the 
!'lame as the current year. "'Jwn the NaYy D<.•pnrtm<'ut nh
mitted its first e:·timate to the Bud~et, a tentntivc number of 
men for 1928, the department calle<l for G,OOO enlisteu p<'r
. onnel, but upon conRiderution of all the factors enteriug 
into the situation a le. ·er number wa. ngreetl upon and e. ti
mated for by the Budget. Upon the ba is of 86,000 cnli~t tl 
personnel the departm<>nt allocated for sea duty G0.017 and 
for ~bore duty 25,!>83. 'Vlwn officers of the depnrtrnE'nt were 
before your subeommittE'e we were advi.ed tl1at on September 
30, 1!>26, on a bnsis of 82.500 enli. ted Jler~onnel for the cur
rent year, we had the following allocation: ~L ty tbousnntl 
one hundred and forty-five at sea and 22,495 on shore. 'Vhen 
then we bring to you a bill making proyision for 82.000 en
listed perRonnel for the comin1; :fi.'cal . , •ar W<:' have made 
JH"ovi:-don for all the men at ~ef\ that thl~ department would 
~end to sea-if we had mnde provh;ion for 86,000 men-or, 
in othPr word~, 60.017. In a<lclition to this we han• made 
provhlion for men assigneu to • hore duty in the numher 22,4~3. 
or almost exactly the same round figure that defined the men 
on shore on Septemher last. 

How does onr enlist e<l personnel compare with the nliste<l 
per.·onnel of other nations t:ignatory to the limitation treaty? 
~'he following table indieatPs thi ituntion a. of Octoher 1, 
1926 (Japan, July 1, 1!)26) : 

------------------------------------1-o __ m_re_r __ s ~~~ 
United States regulnr Nnvy ------------------------- 8.1)31 82, 910 I 91.441 
British Empire regUlar NaVY------------------------ 7, 01 82, 6:i7 00,418 
Dependencies.-------------------------------------- 1173 o, lii2 10, M5 Civil crews of nllliliuries_____________________________ 528 3, 626 4, 154 

TotaL.----------------------------------------~~ 95,83.5 I 105, 137 

Japan regular NaV"Y--------------------------------- 7, 7031 f\8, 3181 7fi, 041 
France r lnll r ~ •avY------------------------------- a. fi70 i\3, 000 56,570 
Italy regular Navy·--------------------------------- 2, 710 40, lU ~ 834 

~'he foregoing figures were furnished to your committee by 
the Navy Department, but there are several factors that must 
be taken into aecouut in order that they may pre~cnt a true 
picture. J!"'irst, the item for ciTilians, listeu as 528 officer and 
3,626 enlisteu men in the Briti.h Na'f'y, muRt be di.'nllowcd in 
comparing the man power of the British Nayy with the ... ·acy 
of the United Stu t<.'s. These figures must l>e di~allow<'<l in 
making comparison for the reason that t11ese officors and men 
are doing a serYicc that we are hiring ciYilian agencies to per
form, or else a service that we do not need to do tx~cau~e of 
the fact that our country is compact in~ teau of embracing fnl·
ilun~ tcrritorie , as go to mnke up the realm of the llritlsll 
Empire. Second, the coast gunr<l ervice !or Great Britain i~ 
performed by her nn\y, ~he con. t guard service for her uc
pcnucndes is performed by officers nnd m<.'n li. ·ted in the figurt>s 
I ba-re indicated for the Dritl~b Navy. On the other huu<l, 
the United States performs that service through a Coa~t Guan1 
thnt in time of '{Wacc is unuer the Tr<>a~m·y DepartmC'nt and 
whose officers and men are not included in the nuwbcrs of 
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officers and men for the United States that I have indicated. 
In the Coast Guard of the United States we have more than 
9,000 officers and men. These officers and men would be 
carried into the Navy as part of the Navy of the United States 
in event of war. These officers and men are to-day perform
ing a work that is calculated to keep them fit in a degrre far 
greater than much of the service that i,' performed by officers 
and men listed as part of and properly credited to the British 
Navy. 

There are other controversial factors, such as the marine 
service of the two countries, the aviation service, and the 
indefinite number of civilian employees \.ho in one country are 
doing work that in the other country iR performed by officers 
and enlisted men. We can not know definitely of all of these 
conflicts, and i: think that after I shall have made the state
ment that I am about to make you will say that it is rather 
immaterial that we pursue the question further. 

The prime se-rvice of an enlisted personnel is to do the 
work of the Navy at sea, to man ships, to handle guns, to 
handle aircraft, to care for and operate the technical machin
ery and equipment that modern ships of war contain, and not 
primarily to do any consid~·able amount of work on shore that 
can be handled by civilians quite as welL . 

On September 30 last the United States had 82,910 enlisted 
personnel. Of tbi.g number the Navy Department has advised 
us that we had afloat 73 per cent, or 60,525 men. We actually 
had afloat on that date ,60,145 men. On the same date Great 
Britain, excluding her civilian crews that under no considera
tion should be counted for our present purpose as part of the 
British Navy, bad 59,006 enlisted men, or 64.1 per cent of 92,209 
enlisted personnel in her Navy, including all the enlisted per
Ronnel of the British Isles and the dependencies of Great 
Britain as well. 

Japan on July 1 last bad an enlisted personnel of 68,338. Of 
that number she had afloat 60 per cent, or 41,003 men. So then, 
when it comes to a comparison of the three enlisted personnels 
afloat of Great Britain, the United States and Japan, having 
In mind a ratio that does not in so many words apply to en
listed personnel we find that the figures are almost in exact 
ncc(}rd with that ratio. The true figures would be: United 
States, 60,000 men; Great Britain, 60,000 men; Japan, 40,000 men. 

The allocation of the dates that I have indicated, October 
1 and July 1 last, gave the United States 60,145. Great Britain 
59,006, Japan 41,003. 

THE NAVAL RESERVE 

The estimates on account of the Naval Reserve are presented 
under the following beads: 

Appropri- Estimate, 
atwn, 19;.!7 1928 

Naval Reserve·-------------------------------- $3,820,860 $3,850,000 
Fay or the ~avy: . 

Transferred men___________________________ 6, 807,660 7, 980,000 
Clothing outfits ________ ---------------_____ (1) (1) 

Aviation (new aircraft and equipment)_------- ----------- 235,000 

Increase 
(+)or de
crease(-) 

+$29,140 

+I, 172,340 
------------

+235,000 
1-------1--------~-----

TotaL----------------------------------- 10,628,520 12,065,000 +1, 436,480 

J Not separated from regular service issues. 

FLEET RESlillVl!l 

The plans call for a total of 1,000 officers and 12,192 men 
apart from aviation,. and 612 officers and 1,352 men for aviation 
units, or a total of 1,612 officers and 13,544 men. The present 
total sb.'engtb applicable to these objecti"res is 1,063 officers and 
7,815" men. The estimates as presented provide for 1,280 offi
cers and 8,290 men, or, omitting aviation, 1,000 officers and 
8,020 men. 

This is a very difficult appropriation for which to estimate 
as service is purely voluntary. A determined effort is being 
made to rid the fleet reserve of those .who do not manifest a 
proper degree of interest. The committee is watching this 
situation because it feels sure that the Congress does not wish 
to put a. single dollar under this bead which the Navy could 
well use in otber ·ways, where there is not a measm·ably ade
quate return. 

BESERVE AVIATION 

The amount carried for reserve aviation, including $235,000 
for new aircraft and equipment under the appropriation 
11Aviation, Navy," is $1,048,329, divided as follows: ' 
Pay a~d allowances, ~eluding travel and subsistence______ '3fl8, 013 New aucraft and eqmpmenL ____ .:.______________________ 235 000 
Maintenance and operation of planes and stations_________ 329: 888 
Pay and subsistence of transferred reservists (former en-

liRted men)----------------------------------------- 85, 428 

Total----------------------------------------- 1, 048, 329 

LXVIII-69 

· The current appropriation is $826,4'62. As previously pointed 
out, the objective of thi'3 organization is 612 officers and 1,352 
men. A.t the present time about one-third of the officer strength 
is available or will be by the end of the fiscal year, and some
thing under one-fifth of the enlisted strength. The estimates 
provide for giving training to 280 officers and 270 men, and 
to 66 student aviators, cutting down, however, on the flight 
training of the officers from 45 to 28Jh hours. As to the wis
dom of this the committee will not attempt to express an 
opinion. If detrimental, it would seem to be more than com
pensated for by the plan to send 50 reserve aviators to the 
fieet to serve in the capacity of aviators for a period of one 
year. The committee heartily indorses this plan. It may lead 
ultimately to the solution of the question of regular service 
officer pilots. 

VOLUNTEER NAVAL RESERVE 

The Volunteer Naval Reserve is composed of officers and men 
divided into various subclasses in accordance with the duties 
they will be called upon to perform in the event of war. 
Officers and men of this class are not entitled by law to receive 
pay for drill attendance, but they are entitled to receive pay 
and allowances while performing active training duty, the same 
as members of the fleet reserve. 
· There were 2,507 officers and 11,011 men in the Volunteer 

Naval Reserve on September 30, 1926. 
TRANSFERRED MEN 

This class, known as transferred men, is composed of men 
who have completed 16 or 20 years' service in the Navy. If 
transferred after 16 years' service, they receive annually one
third of their pay J}lus all permanent additions at time of 
transfer, and if they transfer after 20 years' service they 
receive annually one-half of their pay plus all permanent addi
tions at time of transfer. The estimates provide for 4,904 
of the 16-year men and 3.326 of the 20-year men. The appro
priation necessary is $7,953,961.30. Under the act of February 
28, 1925 ( 43 Stat. 1080), no transfers can be made before the 
completion of 20 years' service by men enlisting subsequently 
to the date of approval of such act. 

The committee can not state witl1 accuracy, but believes 
investigation will disclose that many of these transferred--vir
tually retired--men served their entire enlistments in clerical 
capacities; that is, in ratings calling for the performance of 
duties of a. clerical nature. It suggests further consideration 
of the legi lation touching the Naval Reserve with the view to 
confining its benefits to men in those ratings which it is appar
ent it would be difficult to fill in time of emergency. 

THE MARI~E CORPS 

The Budget estimates provide for a force of 16,800 enlisted 
men in the Marine Corps, or 1,200 fewer men than pr~nded by 
current appropriations. _ 

The authorized strength of the Marine Corps is 27,400 men, 
or one-fifth of the authorized strength of the Navy. This bill 
makes provision for 82,500 men in the Navy, or 60 per cent 
of its authorized strength. The number proposed in the 
Budget for the Marine Corps, 16,800, represents 61 per cent 
of its authorized strength. Viewing the matter from ucb an 
angle, it would appear that the Marine Corps might well stand 
such a cut. 

The primary mission of the Marine Corps, however, is to 
have in readiness a well trained and equipped body of men to 
accompany or precede the fleet as an advance base force if 
and when the need should arise. This purpose seems to have 
become more and more subservient to missions entirely foreign 
to the main reason for the corps' existence, with the result 
that but a relatively small part of the corps' appropriations 
may be _said to be on account of its primary object. To bring 
about a. reduction in the Mru·ine Corps the committee believes 
it will be necessary to consider more than the relationship a 
certain number bears or contributes to a total actual or poten
tial force. It involves a question of administrative policy with 
respect to the employment of the force provided in excess of 
properly constituted advance base units, and any change in the 
present policy no doubt would require provision being made 
in other directions. The two would need to be considered simul
taneously. 

Entertaining such a conviction, the committee bas been unable 
to accept the Budget proposal and is recommending appro- · 
ptiations and reappropriations that it believes will enable the 
corps to continue during the fiscal year 1928 ·with approxi
mately its present year force. The I'esultant allowance over 
the Budget proposal amounts to $830,000, which · bas been en
tirely provided by the reappropriation of unexpended balances 
of Maline Corps appropriations for the fiscal year 1925. 

The bill makes provision for 1,020 commissioned officers, the 
current year number, for 155 war.rant officers, for 362 _trans-
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ferred :fleet reservists, for 2,600 assigned men, and for training 
807 members of the Marine Corps Reserve. The committee has 
~efused to provide for an increase in the number of ass:gned 
men. 

An increase of $279,343 has been allowed over the current 
appraprjation to buy target-practice ammunition. The Army 
has been supplying this type of ammunition since the war, but 
the unreliability of the last consignment indicates that the 
Marine Corps will have to go into the market to fill its needs 
in the future. 

The housing situation at Quantico merits very early con
sideration. The barracks and quarters there are makeshifts 
and should be replaced with permanent construction at the 

~ earliest date practicable. Had there been authorization founded 
on a carefully planned program the committee would have been 
disposed to reappropriate the remainder of the 1925 unexpended 
money as _well as the ascertainable 1926 balances to initiate 
the work. Apart from the $830,000 which the bill reappro
priates there is something upward of a million dollars remain
ing unused of the ftmds appropriated for the corps for the two 
fiscal years indica ted. 

FUEL AND TRANSPORTATION 

For fuel and transportation the Budget estimate is $12,-
000,000, as against $13,950,000 for the current fiscal year, a 
reduction of $1,950,000. There has been a modification of the 
steaming plans upon which the current appropriation was based 
and there has been a reduction in the average price of fuel oil 
from $1.5599 per barrel to $1.41339, and in consequence of both 
a sum approximating $937,000 of the current appropriation may 
be turned back. In view of this surplus the reduction pro
posed in the Budget actually is around a million dollars. The 
committee is proposing the Budget estimate. 

The break-up of the 1928 estimate will be found on page 340 
of the hearings. It will be noticed therefrom that a further 
decline is in prospect in the average price of fuel oil, the figure 
being $1.33228 per barrel. This means, excluding other than 
fuel-oil factors, that on the basis of using the same quantity of 
fuel oil in 1928 as the revised estimate indicates will be used 
dudng the present fiscal year an appropriation somewhat 
under $12,000,000 would suffice. 

ECOYOMIC FACTORS 

In considering the Navy program up to the present time, we 
have had before us ships of the different essential types, 
aviation as it involvE'S the Navy, and the men behind the guns. 
Consider for a moment the position of the United States, 
Great Britain, and Japan from the standpoint of economic 
conditions. 

An eminent American naval critic, urging the other day the 
insufficiency of the American Navy, pointed out the many naval 
ba ·e that Great Britain has and stresses this situation as an 
element of strength. I recognize that with the widely scat
tered parts of the British Empire, Great Britain must possess 
widely separated and numerous naval bases. These two factors 
are factors that mu!:!t be correlated-far-flung territorial areas 
and widely scattered naval bases. Suppose, however, that the 
territory of Great Britain were compact-that Canada, Aus
tralia and South Africa, and New Zealand, and India, and 
the other posr-;essions of the British Empire were as compact 
as the territory of the United States, there would be no occa
sion for the many widely separated bases. As a matter of fact, 
it means weakness and not strength that Canada, Australia, 
South Africa, and New Zealand are so far removed from the 
center of the British Empire. 

The British Isles that we think of as the heart of Great 
Britain are, comparatively speaking, of small area. They 
possess great wealth and they possess a wonderful people, but 
the isles do not possess the economic factors adequate for the 
maintenance of the population. 'rhe people of Great Britain 
depend, and must depend, upon the outside world. Their 
dependency is fo~ food ; it is for clothing; it is for structural 
materials; it is for fuel and especially fuel oil. Great Britain 
must maintain open to her ships the lanes of the sea. To do 
this Great Britain mu"t have naval bases, and Great Britain, 
more than the United States, is in need of types of ships such 
as cruisers that are swift an1 of widest radius of action. 
Great Britain must pay attention to the reserve supply of fuel 
oil, to materials of all kinds, in a manner that the United 
States does not need to consider. Stop the lanes of the sea to 
the ships of Great Britain and suffering would be brought to 
the people of the British Isles within a period of weeks, and 
collapse of the British Navy as a fighting force would be a 
matter of days. 

Turn to the United States. Our country could be cut off 
from the rest of the world and there would be food for our 

people, there would be fuel ofi for our use, there would be 
materials of all kinds for our fabrication. The lanes of the sea 
might be closed to u.s for weeks or for years should the neces
sity arise. The United States within her own ter.ritory could 
sustain her people without suffering, and could produce the 
materials to meet whatever emergency naT"al necessities might 
require in resumption of actiT"e naval warfare for the protec
tion of the intere~t and dignity and honor of our count~y. 

The economic element is an element that can not be ignored 
by this Congress and by the country as it looks to the program 
of defense. It is an element of strength in our favor that can 
not be approached by any other nation in the world. More 
than that, when this element is taken into consideration with 
the other elements to which I have referred, the types of ships 
that we possess, their numbers and their tonnage, the officers 
and enlisted personnel, and the other factor that must be 
recognized which I ha,ve not discussed at length, I tell you that 
the position of the United States is secure. 

INCREASE OF THE NAVY 

We now come to increase of the Navy, and all that I have 
presented heretofore has relation to our building program. 

We now ·have under way two aircraft carriers, three sub
marines, two light cruisers building and two appropriated for 
and plans made, and six river gunboats. 

I shall place here in my remarks a statement touching 
progress of this work. 

Building pro(JTam 

Vessels, number, type, and unit cost 

Appropriated in this 
bill 

Remaining 
1-----,-----1 to be ap-

Hull and propriated 
machinery Ordnance 

i ~;b~~ic:~.::: l::i:f.'o:;r_-~~=============== ============ ::========~= -----~'~-----
2 submarines V-5 and v~. $6,320,000 __ -------- $1,750,000 $500,000 $1,890,000 
2light cruisers Nos. 24 and 25, $16,750,000______ 6,250,000 4,500,000 8,250,000 
31ight cruisers Nos. 26, 'n, and 28, $16,750,000 _ _ ll, 750, 000 (, 500, 000 34, 800, 000 
6 river gunboats, $700,000---------------------------------------------- -----------

Total ____________________________________ 17,750,000 
Chargeable to naval supply account fund______ (, 000,000 

9, 500, ()()() 44, 940, ()()Q 

1-1~-: ~-50-:-:-1 -= =...:.==-=-==-= =-=-==·!!-=-= =-=-==-=-==-= =-= 

T~t~ #!~-~~-~~~~~i~-~!~~-i~~~~~~~- 23,250,000 1------------1------------
t Includes initial outfit of aircraft and spares. 
I Appropriations have been provided up to present limit of $34,000,000 each for 

hull and machinery. This llm.1t inadequate to extent of possibly $3,500,000 for both 
vessels. Under the rule, legislation raising the limit should precede an additional 
appropriation. 

a Provision is made in this bill for increasing to $6,450,000, present limit~tion having 
been imposed by this committee. 

The estimated dates of completion of the vessels enumerated 
in the foregoing table are as follows : 
Aircraft carrier Saratoga ___________________________ May 1, 1927 
Aircraft carrier Leg;tngton ___________________________ June 1, 1927 
Submarine V-4-------------------------------"------- Oct. 1, 1927 
Submarine V-5-------------------------------------- Dec. 1, 1928 
Submarine V-6-------------------------------------- ]dar.1, 1929 
Light cruisers Nos. !.J and !5-------------------------- July 9, 1929 

Six river gunboats, various dates from March 1, 1927, to January 
1, 1928. 

Some doubt prevails as to the two aircraft carriers being com
pleted at the time indicated. It will be necessary again to raise 
the limits of cost. It is hoped that the additional amount re
quired may be ascertained shortly and provided for in the in
terest of their early completion. Some doubt also is enter
tained regarding the time of completion of the submarine V -4. 
The fact is, all of the completion dates necessarily are approxi
mate and simply indicate the best judgment of those in touch 
with the situation. Further with respect to the submarine V -4, 
it will be noticed that provision has been included raising the 
limit of cost of the hull and machinery imposed in the Navy 
Department and naval service appro~riation act ·for the fiscal 
year 1926 from $5,300,000 to $5,600,000. This haE been done in 
pursuance of the reco~endation of the department, as dis
closed in House Document No. 575. 

Contracts for the construction of light cruisers Nos. ~6, ~1, 
and 28 have not yet been awarded. The current and the initial 
appropriation toward the construction of these vessels is but 
$1,200,000. This bill makes a further sum of $14,250,000 avail
able for their construction, and the department's idea is to 
delay commencement so that there will be a more or less equal 
spread of money over the period from date of commencement to 
July 1, 1928, which seems to be the sensible thing to do. 
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As indicated in the table, -the direct appropriation proposed navy yards and never will be used. Now, take the modern 

in this bill for increase of the Navy is $23,250,000, which is . ·hips anu tell this House how many 8-inch guns and how many 
to be augmented by a further draft of $4,000,000 on the naval torpedo tubes they have on them ready for use. Tell -them 
supply account fund. The depart'ment is satisfied that the about the 75,000 tons of these cruisers that Great Britain has 
fund can stand this charge and has indorsed the proposal, designed and which Great Britain proposes to build. Tell them 
which came to the committee in the Budget. It will be ob- of the 11 cruisers which Great Britain now has under con
served in this connection that the bill proposes what appeal'S struction. Further than that, tell them that France, since we 
to be still another draft of $1,115,000 on the naval supply ac- signed that agreement, has built 88 ships of war and tell this 
count fund.. The purpose is simply to allow bookkeeping House where they got the money with ·which to build them. 
adjustments to be made for some submarine material which [Applause.] Do not tell them about these second-hand ships. 
got on the books of the naval supply account fund inad\er- I for one will not permit an American to go to war on such a 
tently. The material originally should have been charged to list of boats as you have there. No, my friend; no. [Ap
the appropriation "Increase of the Navy." The procedure plause.] That was my dream, too, my friend; but I have 
will amount to the transfer of $1,115,000 from the naval sup- awakened. You k"110W, furthermore, that the purpose of this 
ply account fund to increase of the Navy and the transfer of agreement was to reduce the burden of armament, and I ask 
it right back again. Thus it will be practicable to straighten you to read to the Hou. e the preamble of that treaty of 1922. I 
out the accounts and at the same time release the material ! want you to give these facts ·also, for you would not mi ·lead 
fl·om the naval supply account and make it aYailable for issue anyone. 
as was originally and rightfully intended. Mr. FRENCH. Gentlemen of the House in response to the 

FURTHER LlliiT.A.TION oF ABMAMEXTS general question that my beloved colleague' from Pennsylvania 

As the Budget e timates have come to the Hou e, no pro
vision is included for the commencement of construction of 
three cruisers of treaty type, and I recognize that there is 
some sentiment in this Chamber favorable to a contrary pro
gram. It is because of this that as chairman of the committee 
I have directed attention in more detail than would ordi
narily be neces ary to the situation touching types of ships. 
We are in the midst of a readjustment program following the 
most dLa trous war of human history. Civilization will fail 
in its . great opportunity if it fails to do everything possible 
looking to the preyention of future wars. The Limitation of 
Armaments Conference, of nearly five years ago, was a mile
stone in the direction of better understanding among nations. 
At this time preliminary negotiations are under way with the 
thought of still further agreements among the world powers 
touching armaments. For months, last summer, representatives 
.of your count,ry and other nations were engaged in a pre
liminaTy conference in Geneva. This conference will resume 
its session next spring. This conference seeks to develop an 
agenda that may serve as the basis of another limitation of 
arms conference. 
1~e President in his message to this Congress, less than 30 

days ago, referred to the situation in these words: 
This country is now engaged in negotiatio'ns to broaden our existing 

treaties with the great powers which deal with the eliminatio~ of 
competition in naval armaments. I feel that it would be unfortunate 
at this time and not ·in keeping with our attitude toward these nego
tiations to commence the construction of these. three cruisers. Rather 
rlo I recommend to the Congress the enactment of legislation which 
will extend the time for beginning their construction. 

Gentlemen of the House, the President of the United States, 
mo1·e than any other citizen of our Republic, is charged with 
the grave responsibility of preserving the peace of our Nation, 
and shaping and working out programs that are means of 
preserring the peace of the world. When he comes to the 
Congre"'s and emphatically advises that in view of the nego
tiations that are pending we delay to appropriate money for 
the building of new crui ers, I appeal to this body to sustain 
the cour e that he recommends. · . 

I thank the Members of the House for their patience in 
this rather long discus ion. [Applause.] 

Mr. Bu"'TLER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. I shall be glad to yiel<l to the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BUTLER. Tell me where you got that list, please, that 

list of ships. Did you copy it out of the book? You have 
Dewey's fleet at Manila in tl1ere, have you not? You know 
very well, my friend, that those ships are not worth any more 
than my old automobile that I traded for $35 worth of gasoline. 
My friend, tell us how many ships Great Britain will have in 
1931 rated as 10,000, 8,000, and 7,500 ton cruisers? How many 
guns will she have on them and how .many torpedo tubes, how 
many 21-inch torpedo tubes? Tell us how many torpedo tubes 
our battleships carry and how many will these cruisers carry. 
My friend, tell this House the facts. Did you tell them that 
Great Britain in 1931 will have 431 torpedo tubes to our 134? 
You did not tell these gentlemen 'that. Tell them how many 
Japan will have. Tell them the length of their guns, their 
sizes and ranges. You and I have talked many times about this, 
but do not put any American citizen upon uch ships of war to 
fight the armaments of other nations. You .know there are 
some of those ships on which you would not put a dollar for 
Improvement; some are lying now, as you know, rusting in our 

has asked I must make more than a brief statement. Before 
doing so may I say that we all honor our distinguished leader 
and chairman of the Nayal Affairs Committee. We love him; 
we know there· is no one in this world more devoted to princi
ples of humanity than is he ; that there is no one under the 
American flag who sooner would lay down all that God has 
given him for the well-being of our Republic. It is b~ause of 
this that we respect him, that we honor him, and that we ha\e 
followed his leadership. We hope as we go through this Con
gress to have the benefit of his advice and his suggestions. 
When, however, the gentleman suggested in his interrogatory 
that my answer or statement was not fair, I think he will be 
the fir. t one to withdraw it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw it now. 
Mr. FREJ.,CH. I knew the gentleman would. 
:Mr. BUTLER. But I want the gentleman to tell all the 

story. The gentleman is incapable of making a inis tatement 
to this House, but I want him to tell it all to them. [Ap
plause.] 

.Mr. FRENCH. There is much that I could add to my re
marks touching ships and guru and personnel. On the other 
hand, I have not anything to change in what I have said. I 
told you that for sentimental or some other purposes we in
cluded certain old ships in our second line-the Olympia and · 
the Rochester. I told you the dates of them ; I told you the 
dates of all the: e ships and brought all of the information 
before you. I told you they were not of any great value; but, 
on the other hand, just as candidly and just as frankly I told 
you of the tonnage of the ships of Japan and of Great Britain 
and compared their elements of weakness and of strength. 
When we are talking about old ships and ships of small ton
nage of our Navy we are compelled to recognize that to soi:ne 
extent the same principles apply to other navies, to the old 
ships, and to the ships of lighter tonnage. When it comes to 
guns and torpedoes and deck protection and hulls of ship the 
various nations must meet the situation for themselves. 

.Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr'. FRENCH. In a moment. Nc;>w, when it comes to the 

question of armor, the question of torpedo tubes, the question 
of the size or caliber of guns and all that, we know that the 
engineers or the experts of the se\eral na\ies of Great Britain, 
Japan, France, and the United States have their ideals. One 
nation .will say that she will sacrifice gtms to the reinforce
ment of the hull of the ship in order to make it a fighting 
ship for the longe~ t time possible. Another nation says that 
she will sacrifice armor in order to get speed; or that she 
will sacrifice deck protection in order to get more guns or more 
speed. We can not compare navies in that way other than 
to say that the exp~rts of each nation are bending every in
genuity to bring out the type that will best sene their par
ticular purpose. · 

Only the other day I was reading a criticism by an expert 
British writer on naval affairs, Mr. Bywater, and his con
clusion was that notwithstanding the discussion of guns, the 
longer range and different calibers of certain of the British 
guns, on the whole from the standpoint of guns of the battle 
fleets of Great Britain and the United States, Great Dritain 
was outclassed by the guns of the American Navy. That is 
his juqgment. It may be wrong. So it is when we take into 
consideration the different types of ships. 

I will now yield_ to the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. BLACK of ~ew York. Will the gentleman take as his 

expert in protecting us a British expert, or will the gentleman 
take our own general board 'l 
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Mr. FRENCH. Oh, the gentleman knows that our general 

board will control our types instead of the experts of Great 
Britain. We have our problems and Great Britain has hers. 

Mr. BLACK of New York. Does the general board agree 
wun your program tn rots 0111? 

Mr. FRENCH. In what regard? 
Mr. BLACK of New York. In regard to new construction. 
Mr. FRENCH. The general board would doubtless favor 

an appropriation for the three cruisers. The board is consider
ing our Navy as a fighting unit. But the general board is not 
charged with the responsibility of further limitation of arma
ment agreements. 

Mr. BLACK of New York. Will the gentleman yield again? 
Mr. FRENCH. Ye . 
Mr. BLACK of New York. The gentleman said with a sob 

in hi· voice that if the British Government did not have this 
great :fleet that in three or four days the British could be put 
out of business. Now, I say as an American Congressman that 
if we had a scrap with Great Britain that is just what I would 
want to ee happen. I would want to see them put out of 
busine~s in three or four day ·. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield? I do not know 
that I correctly understood-- . 

Mr. FRENCH. I yield , for a question, because I want to 
bring my discussion to an end. 

Mr. BRITTEN. I do not know whether I correctly under
stood the statement of the gentleman a moment ago in refer
ence to the article by Hector Bywater that the American guns 
were superior to British guns on first-line ships. Did the 
gentleman mean in caliber or in range? 

Mr. FRENCH. I did not understand that he meant in either 
specific regard, and I am bringing into the discussion now 
without having a purpose to do so, my remembrance of an 
article that Mr. Bywater wrote whicll was published possibly 
a month or two ago, but the conclusion--

:l\1r. BRITTEN. As I understood the gentleman's state-
ment--

Mr. FRENCH. I know what Mr. Bywater's conclusion was. 
Mr. BRITTEN. What was his conclusion? 
Mr. FRENCH. His conclusion was that on the whole the 

situation was probably better for the United States than for 
Great Britain. 

Mr. BRITTEN. On the contrary, if my good friend will per
mit, Hector Bywater said that 13 of the 18 first-line American 
ships were outranged by every British ship. 

Mr. FRENCH. I think he said that in this same article. I 
am not talking about the details of his statement. I am talking 
about his conclusion. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman now yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman has sought to an

swer the question of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BuTLER], and it is for the House to determine whether or not 
he successfully answered it. I want to ask the gentleman with 
respect to the matter of personnel, because I observe that his 
bill carries only 82,500 as the personneL Is the gentleman as 
correct in his chart and his general statement which he has 
made as he was last year, when he told this House that we 
would have to have 5,000 more men than the 82,500 in the bill 
now under consideration? In other words, the gentleman from 
Idaho last year stated in the conference report to the House 
that we were appropriating for 82,500. I want to see how 
accurate the gentleman is, so the House can judge as to whether 
or not he is accurate in his chart. In that statement the gen
tleman from Idaho said : 

We provide for an average enlisted strength of 82,500 men; we 
recede from $800,000 of the cut of $1,750,000 in fuel, and we provide 
for keeping Lakehurst o.pen on a much reduced scale. 

The action that your committee recommended when this bill was 
brought originally to the House had not only to do with the program 

· for the coming fiscal year but had to do with a program for the years 
ahead. In other words, by the end of the next fiscal year there will 
be available f<>r commission the six battleships that are either under
going major overhaul or else are to undergo such overhaul. Those 
battleships, then, will require for the succeeding year-1928-should 
they be retained in commission, the additional number of men over the 
number of enlisted personnel in the Naval Establishment to-day, 2,700. 
Furthermore, by the end of the coming fiscal year we shall bring into 
active commission the two airplane carriers, the Le:&ington and the 
Sat·atoga. 

Those two carriers will require approximately 2,340 men in addition 
to the men who will have to do with aviation itself and who will be 
detailed to those ships. In other words, in those two items alone, 
looking to a year from now, we shall need to provide for more than 

5,000 men for the Navy for purposes other than those for which we 
are providing in the pending bill. 

And yet the gentleman's bill now only provides for 82,500, 
and the gentleman told the House last year that when this 
session of Congress rolled around we would have to have 5,000 
more men, or a total of 87,500. I wish the gentleman would 
explain how he reduces the Navy back to 82,500. 

Mr. FRENCH. Of course, I might be compelled to admit that 
I was wrong a year ago, but if the gentleman will read all of 
my statement he will see that it is not inconsistent with my 
statement now. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I am reading to the House the gen
tleman's remarks. 

Mr. FRENCH. I lmow that-in part. I remember reading in 
the Bible where it says, " Let him that"--

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman finish the 
quotation? 

Mr. FRENCH. Has the gentleman finished his question? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; I have finished. Now will 

the gentleman finish the quotation? [Laughter.] 
Mr. FRENCH. Since my friend intimates I can not finish 

a Biblical quotation, I shall do so. A contentious character 
insisted he could justify stealing by the Bible, and he quoted 
from the Bible as follows: "Let him that stole, steal," and he 
would have gotten away with it if a dear, good lady in the 
audience had not known her Bible better than the gentleman 
thought I did and said, " Read on, read on ; read the next two 
words," and those words were " no more." [Laughter.] 

The gentleman from Georgia has raised the question of the 
exact allocation of men. It is possible that I would have said 
the very words the gentleman read, but the gentleman will 
remember that one of the cardinal principles that was urged 
on the Congress a year ago by our committee was that in the 
86,000 of the Naval Establishment we should seek men when 
we add new craft and not add new personnel with every new 
ship. That was what we said then and what I say now. I 
think probably the figures are correct as to the number of men 
that will be allocated to these types of ships. If so, we ought 
to find them within the 86,000 men. If we can do that, it 
would be a wicked waste of money for this Congress to appro
priate more money in order to retain enlisted men in the Navy 
when we do not need them. [Applause.] 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. What does the gentleman p.ro
pose-to take the men to man these ships out of the 82,000? 

Mr. FRENCH. I am not proposing 82,000; we are making 
appropriation for 82,500 men. The gentleman is leaving off the 
words " no more." I told the gentleman that we would prob
ably have two old cruisers out of commission; that we would 
probably have three battleships in commission only about two
thirds of the year; that ships are undergoing major over
haul; that we would not have airplane carriers for all the 
year; that probably we would have two battleships turned in 
for major overhaul ; and that 82,500 men would be sufficient to 
meet the situation. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman explain to the 
House how he stated that we appropriated more for aviation 
this year than we did last year, when, as a matter of fact, 
the total for aviation this year is $1,900,000 less than that of 
last year? Is it not a fact that we appropriated $22,365,248 
and this year's bill carries $20,455,000, showing a general re· 
duction of $1,910,288? Is it not a further fact that you have 
reduced the appropriation for new aircraft by $3,300,000 less 
than last year? 

Mr. FRENCH. N{); what we have done is this: Last year 
we carried the total of $19,256,288 and a contract authorization 
of $4,100,000. For this year we have carried $19,981,000, and 
in addition to that authorization for $5,000,000 more, making 
$24,981,000. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Does the gentleman mean to say 
that this bill carries twenty-four million for aviation? The bill 
carries $20,455,000, and out of that $~0,000,000 you have to p~y 
$4,000,000 on last yea:'s contract; In other ~vords, you arc 
only appropriating this year $9,077,000 agamst $12,000,000 
last year. 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman must remember that with 
last year's items we included a similar amount for authoriza
tions made for the year betore, and so the gentleman will find 
one balances against the other. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Is not it a fact that you have 
not appropriated one dollar for airplanes this year for the 
carriers that you put into commission at the end of the year? 

Mr. FRENCH. We carried in the bill last year money for 
the airplanes that we were going to put on them all told. I 
think we have appropriated for this purpose $6,000,000. 
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Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That only bought 150 airplanes 

and the complement of the carriers is 230 airplanes. 
Mr. FRENCH. We have already appropriated for planes 

for the airplane carriers more money than was originally esti~ 
mated for all planes and spares that they were to cal'l'Y. Your 
committee, however, has come before the !louse year after 
year with the thought with respect to airplanes that it is 
unwLe for us to build up to the authorization because of the 
rapidity of obsolescence, the rapidity of waste, the rapidity 
that attrition is going on, that we would better wait and save 
our money until the types are standardized and then meet the 
situation, rather than by appropriating millions of dollars for 
airplanes that will be eliminated by reason of obsolesence before 
the.Y are worn out. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Well then, as suggested by · the 
gentleman from Arkam;as on my right, we had better not build 
any, becam~e they would soon go out of date. 

Mr. FRENCH. The suggestion does an injustice to the 
sense of fairness of the gentleman. The gentleman knows that 
there is no logic in it, and that there is a very wide d.i.1'rerence 
between doing nothing on the one extreme, or doing that which 
amounts to general extravagance, at the other extreme and 
doing that which is moderate and efficient. The latter is what 
we are doing. [Applause.] 

Mr. WINGO. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there, 
so that I may get this sort of left-handed quotation straight~ 
ened out? 

1\Ir. FRENCH. Yes. 
Mr. WINGO. Here is the idea that I had in mind. I 

~athered from the gentleman's argument-and if I am incorrect 
I wish to be corrected-that he takes the position that they 
were getting out of date, that improvements were so rapid, it 
was a waste of money to build any of the e planes, and that 
we would better wait until we find out they are perfected. 
I~:~ that the idea? 

Mr. FRENCIT. l\Iy thought wa this. There is rapid im~ 
provement going on as to types and as to all the ditfere~ 
appliances pertaining to aircraft. ·we think it better to have a 
moderate supply of planes on hand, enough to meet the situa
tion during peace times, when we know that the types are 
likely to be changed, than it is to spend millions of dollars in 
piling up numbers of planes when before they would be worn 
out they would be discarded by reason of being obsolete. 

Mr. 1TINGO. Will the gentleman give us orne information 
there, which probably he has. How do we compare in so far 
as the airplanes that we have for these carriers in numbers 
with the airplanes in both number and character owned by 
Japan and Great Britain? 

1\Ir. FRENCH. You can hardly get definite or exact infor
mation upon that subject from the Navy Department. We do 
not know accurately the types that tlley list as suitable planes, 
what ones, for instance, are obsolete, what are obsolescent, 
what ones are ready for service. Last June, on the 15th, I 
think it was, the Navy Department classified as obsolete some
thing like 300 planes, which the day before had been listed as 
first-class fighting planes of the Aviation Service of the Navy. 

A gentleman in the Japanese Diet would have picked up 
reports of this country and would have seen that we had 
nearly 700 fighting planes, if he had looked at the report on 
June 15, whereas if he had picked up the report dated the 
next day he would have found that we had less than 400 fight
ing planes. It is quite impossible to obtain accurate information. 

Mr. WI.~. -ao. Will the gentleman give me his judgment, and 
I am not asking this in any controver iul spirit, but taking 
everything into consideration in aircraft, does our Navy com
pare favorably with that of either Japan or Great Britain? 

Mr. FRE ... '"CH. Oh, I think so. I think it goes beyond. The 
fact of the mntter is, as I said a while ago, touching Great 
Britain, we have aircraft on all of our cruisers, on all of our 
battleships, while Great Britain has catapults on only one. 
Great Britain hns a united air service and we have not. Great 
Britain has a greater tonnage in carriers ; but I venture the 
belief that we have made greater gains by holding back, so 
that the carriE>rs we will build will be up to date as soon as 
they may be built. 

Mr. BLACK of New York. But suppose the British build a 
few new ones also? · 

:Mr. FRENCII. She can build from 104,000 tons up to 135.000 
tom:;, and she could not build very many big airplane carriers 
with that tonnage. 

Mr. NEWTON of l\Iinnesot~ Mr. Chairman, will the gentle~ 
man yield? 

Mr. FRE:XCII. Yes. 
Mr. NE\VTON of Minnesota. In reference to the question of 

cruisers, the gentleman was in the group that went io the 

Canal Zone at the maneuvers four years ago this Hpring. It 
was apparent that we were deficient in a certain type of scout 
cruiser. In December, 1924, Congress authorized eight scout 
cruisers. Of those, how many have been completed, are com
missioned and in service? 

Mr. FRENCH. I think the gentleman is familiar with the 
program of building. 1Ve have appropriated for five of them. 
Two of them arc being built at this time. Three others \Vill 
likely be begun within six months either by contract or else by 
building within the navy yards. We are carrying in this bill 
for those ships, the first two to which I referred, for hull and 
machinery, $6,250,000, and for ordnance, $4,500,000. For tile 
three to which I refer we are carrying $9,750,000 for hull and 
machinery, and for ordnance, $4,500,000. 

l\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. Of the eight that Con"reRs 
authorized constructed in December of 1D24, we are really now 
building only two. 

Mr. FRENCH. We are building two. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. And in this bill for the first 

time you are reporting to the Hou::;e an appropriation for the 
commencement of the building of three of them'! 

Mr. FRENCH. No. ·we made an appropriation a year ago 
that was the initial appropriation, about $1,200,000. PlanA are 
now made. The department felt that an economy could be 
effected by combining the appropriation balances for ilie cur~ 
rent year with the amount they are recommending for the next 
year, and either through contract or through their own navy 
yards carry on the work from the latter part of this fiscal 
yenr and through all of ne~:t. 

Mr. NEW'l'ON of Minnesota. Then there remain three of 
these cruisers that have not been appropriated for and for 
which no provision whatever is made in thi~ bill. 

Mr. FRENCH. That is correct. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Under the authorization, when 

does ·the authority expire? 
Mr. FRENCH. The authority expires July 1, next. May 

I say, however, that the President in his me ,.age recommended 
an extension of time for beginning these cruisers. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Then the fact remains just 
the same as it was in 1924, when the maneuvers were over, 
and the judgment of the experts was that we needed the~e 
cruisers, and yet here we ha ""e only two of them upon which 
any considerable amount of work ha' been done and three 
for which no appropriation has been made with the authoriza
tion about to expire.· I ask the gentleman frankly whether he 
thinks, after Con~ress hns taken action of this kind, ba. ed 
upon the best advice available to us, that the authorization to 
Congress ought to he ignored in this fashion? 

:Mr. FRENCH. 1Vell, the Congress has within it control the 
power to increase and to modify, to make additional allot
ments to build, or to strike out items that the committee has 
recommended. We simply use our judgment in preparing the 
bill and bringing it b(lfore the House. [Applause.] 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Referring again to this act of 
De<:ember, 1924, section 4 says that in the event of an inter
national conference for the limitation of naval armaments the 
President is empowered to f'Uspend in whole or in part any of 
this building program. Of course, there has been no such 
conference. I have always had the feeling mysdf that under 
an authorization, when Congress announces a policy, that policy 
ought to be pretty fairly carried out by the Budget and by 
the Committee on Appropriations. The condition ns to sus
pension of the building in section 4 has not been met. 

It seems to me that we are in a position of keeping our 
Navy short of vessels which the best military and naval 
adviee Ray we must have. 

Mr. McKEOWN. 1.1r. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCII. I will yiel<l to the gentleman from Okla~ 

homa, but I am anxious to conclude my remarks. 
Mr. McKEOWN. Did the persons who sat in at this dis

armament conference have the benefit of the expert naval ad
vice when they came to the question of scrapping our ships? 

Mr. FRENCll. I have not the slightest doubt, my good 
friend, that the experts from the department were closely 
associated with all the actions of tbat conference, and because 
of that I have faith in the equity of the conclusions that 
were arrived at when the treaty was made. 

Mr. McKEOWN. If that is true, they must ha>e deter~ 
mined or found that the American Navy at that time was as 
good as or superior to any of the other navies; otherwiRe why 
would they have scrapped 300,000,000 tons of good shir,s on 
the ways and have left these old obsoleRccnt ships that they 
talk about to be scrapped later on? 

Mr. FRENCH. Unqu<'stionnbly the repre~entativcs of our 
country on the whole balanced the Navy o.f the United States 
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with the navy of Great Britain and in ratio with the navies 
of other countries. 

1\Ir. SPEAKS. Ur. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. Certainly. 
Mr. SPEAKS. The purpose o.f the disarmament conference 

was to agree upon some plan for abandoning the perfectly 
sensele~s race for naval supremacy, was it not? 

Mr. FRENCH. That is correct. 
Mr. SPEAKS. The object planne<l in that conference was to 

place a limitation upon the number of vessels and also the ton
nage. Is that correct? 

Mr. FRENCH. That is correct. 
Mr. SPEAKS. No limitations were placed with respect to de

creasing armaments. In other words, any nation could abandon 
all nayal activities if it so desired? 

l\Ir. FRENCH. Yes. 
Mr. SPEAKS. I would like to know from the gentleman 

whether or not all the nations who signed the disarmament 
treaty have fulfilled in every respect the obligutions they en
tered into on that occasion? 

Mr. lfRE ... OIL The subcommittee rai. ed that question when 
the officers of the Navy Department were before us, and we 
have been uniformly advised that, so far as our officers of our 
Government know, the obligations assumed by other countries 
are being scrupulously adhered to. 

Mr. SPEAKS. 'rhen, so far as the results of the disarma
ment conference arc concerned, the plan is working admirably, 
and the only difficulty we are having now relates largely to the 
number of aircraft, a few cruisers, and the enlisted and com
mi ·sioned personnel? 

Mr. FRENC'H. Not quite. There are some types of ships 
that the armament a~eement did not reach, and as to those 
typeR we ought to have a till further conference before we 
act on a basis where we can say it is one that all nations will 
re pect as they would respect a treaty agreement. 

Mr. SPEAKS. One more question, if you please. Germany 
baR no navy at the present time, has she? 

Mr. l!'UENCII. That is about right. 
M:r. SPEAKS. Is Germany in any particular danger be

cause . he lacks a navy? [Laughter.] 
1\lr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. FRENCII. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia. 
1\Ir. 1\IOORE of Virginia. The gentleman has stated, as I 

under tand. that this, in the main, is an administration bill. 
:Mr. l!,REr~CH. Generally speaking, we have followed the 

recommendations in the bill reported by the Budget. 
M:r. MOORE of Virginia. I understand, laying minor ques

tion , ~uch as the personnel que~tion, asicle, we have two major 
qncl"tions here which repreHent the difference between the 
a<lmiui ·tration and tho..;e who diMgree with the administration, 
namdy, with respect to appropriations for and completing the 
1D24 cruL.,er program. That is one is..•me. and the other is 
appropriating for the construction of a dirigible. That is tbe · 
second issue. Those two i ·sues compril-;C really the ca~e that is 
before the House and the ca eon wbich we have to pass? 

1\Ir. FRENCH. That is as I understand it. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. l!'RJiJN'CH. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. There has been very much talk in and 

out of Congress nbout the great numh<'r of submarines which 
Japan has. I was surprised to see the statement that while we 
bad 50, Japan had only 42. May I ask the gentleman as to 
the correctnes.~ of that and the source of information? 

l\Ir. FRl!JNCH. AH the facts I have given come from the 
Navy Department. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. So that Japan has only 42? 
1\Ir. l!'RENCII. Japan has 6 fleet submarines built and 43 

submarine: of the first line. 
Mr. LaGUARDIA. I underHtn.nd it is impos~ible for one of 

the ai~lane carriers to take the sea until a channel is dredged 
to let her out. 'Vho is responsible for that? 

1\Ir. FRENCH. The chairman of the subcommittee does not 
underRtand that that situation existR. 

:Mr. LAGUARDIA. The fact is that $..~.500,000 is necessary 
to complete those two carrier::~. Is that correct? 

Mr. FREKCH. That is correct. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. When we appropriate to complete them 

it will be the third time that we have raised the limit of co ·t. 
What is happening to make nll these appropriations neces

sary? 
1\Ir. FRENCH. The cost-plus principle that was adopted 

some years ago as to those ships is the factor that is respon
sible. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I..~et me ask the gentleman this question: 
I notice you ask 3,500 more marines than the number sug
gested by the Budget Bureau. 

l\Ir. l!,RENCH. Twelve hundred more. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is that because we are intervening in 

Nicarogua and other countries where we have no busin{} ·s to 
intervene? 

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, no. I explained to the House a while ago 
that .:ince the Budget estimate::; came to the Congre ·s a situa
tion arose that drew upon the marines of our country to pro
tect the mails. We have withdrawn 2,500 of the marines from 
Quantico and San Diego for that purpose; the result is that 
the situation has been so modified that we did not feel we 
would be justified in reducing the personnel at this time. So 
for the time being and until the situation clears we recom
mend the regular enrollment of the marine.:; that we are carry
ing to-day. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I suggest that without any embarrass-
ment to anyone we could withdraw a few from Nicaragua. 

Mr. BLACK of Tew York. Will the gentleman yield'/ 
Mr. FRENCH. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. BLACK of New York. The committee in its report at 

the first ession of the Sixty-ninth Congress stated that it 
recommended appropriating for the three additional cruisers 
authorized. by the 1924 act, but in view of the fact that there 
was another regular session coming before the termination of 
the authority, to wit, this session, you would not go ahead and 
appropriate at the first session of the Sixty-ninth Congress. I 
call your attention to the fact that when you made that state
ment with regard to these three extra cruisers there was a 
disarmament conference pending. Since then thn t conference 
at Geneva has proven a failure, and it seems to me that if we 
needed them before the meeting of that disarmament confer
ence, and which di armament conference has completely fallen 
down, certainly we need them now. What has caru;eu the com
mittee to change iU; mind? 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman knows that when we repor1:l!d 
the bill at that time the conference had not even met. 

Mr. BLACK of New York. Dut it was in contemplation. 
Mr. FRENCII. It was in contemplation, yes; and the Presi

dent has been authorized to stop at any time the building con
struction work contained in uny program that was on the way. 
Now, then, following that time the conference did go into 
._. e~·:-;ion ; it continued its session until in September of last year ; 
an a<ljournment was had until next March or April, and now, 
during the recess of that conference, it is judged by the admin
i:;tration that the best thing to do is not to make an appropria
tion for new cruisers. 

Mr. BLACK of New York. Will the gentleman answer this 
que ·tion? Is that the thoup;ht of the committee, the thought of 
the General Board and other naval experts, or are we getting 
our oruers from the administration? 

Mr. FRENCII. On the question of international poltcy, I be
lieve we ought to follow the policy recommended by 1.he head 
of our administration, the one charged with the responsibility of 
the intt>rnational relationships of the United t;tates. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. llLACK of New York. I will say to the gentleman that 
this Congrc&) is charged with the reHponsibility of protecting 
this country, and this Congre ·s and this committee know that 
they are not ready and not willing to protect the country by an 
adequate naval defense. I have that from t.he report of the 
committee, made at the first session, and all we have against 
that is the hypothetical propo ·ition that there may be a suc
CC'R~ful di:armament conference. We have found already that 
the disarmament conference was a failure, and we can not 
afford to saddle the rt>sponslbility on the Executive and e ·cape 
our responsibility. Tile responsibility is primarily ours and 
goes batk intimately to the nction of this committee, and when 
this committee reported at the first session of thi.s Congress 
that we needed crui ·ers, ~o much the more should this com
mittee report at this time that we need cruisers. 

1\fr. UPDIKE. Will the genlleuiun yield? 
Mr. ]'RENCH. I yield. 
Mr. UPDIKE. The program of 1D24 authorized the construe· 

tion of eight cruisers, and two of them, I under.·tand, are 
under construction at this time. 

Mr. FRENCH. That is correct. 
Mr. UPDIKE. Will the gentleman tell the llouse how much 

has been done with reference to the com;h'uction of the~e two 
crui...c:;ers and how long it will take to finish theni? 

Mr. FRENCH. As to those tir::;t two, thf're will need to be 
an additional appropriation of $8,250,000 to complete, and it 
is supposed they will be completed July 9, 10~. 
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Mr. UPDIKE. Does tbe gentleman know whether or not the 

Jteels of both of these ships have been laid down r Is it not a 
fact that the keel of only one of these ships has been laid 
down? 

Mr. FRENCH. One of these cruisers is about to be laid 
down; all material is ready. The other was laid down in 
October last. 

Mr. UPDIKE. I wanted to get the matter clear in my mind. 
Mr. FRENCH. I want to thank the House for its very 

generous attention. [Applause.] 
.Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen

tleman from Georgia [Mr. VrnsoN]. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. .Mr. Chairman and Members of 

the committee, in view of the chart which the gentleman from 
Idaho has used in his very able presentation of the viewpoint 
of the subcommittee, I deem it necessary to make some state
ments about what took place at the Washington conference in 
1922 and what has taken place since the Washington confer
ence. When this conference assembled in 1922, as everyone 
knows, this Government had in process of being built and in 
commission at that time one of the greatest navies in the his
tory of the world. As a result of that conference, we took out 
of th~ battleship- line 17 battleships that were in actual com
mission. In addition to that, we took out 2 ships that were 
classified as obsolete, making 19 ships. In addition to that, 
we had in the process of being built 7 battleships and 6 battle 
cruisers, for which we had appropriated over $350,000,000, 
and they were anywhere from 35 to 45 per cent completed. 
The tonnage of the ships we took out of commission and which 
were carried as obsolete amounted to 289,580 tons. The ton
nage that was in process of being built amounted to 552,800 
t.ons. So as a result of that conference-and let everyone 
remember ·this-we agreed to scrap and have scrapped 32 ships 
having a total tonnage of 842,380 tons. That, Members of the 
House, was our contribution to a more lasting peace and to 
aid in the reduction of competitive armaments among the 
nations of the world. 

Now, let us see what England agreed to do and what England 
did. England took out of commission 4 ships. She had 18 
ships that she carried as obsolete. She therefore offered as 
her contribution 22 ships. Let this fact be impressed upon 
your minds, that of these 22 ships only 4 of them were in com
mission and had men upon them. 

Eighteen of them were obsolete, carried as obsolete by the 
British Admiralty, and of her 22 ships their tonnage was 
447,750 tons. She had at that time no ships in process of 
being built. 

Now, let us see what Japan's contribution was. Japan agreed 
to scrap and to take out of commission 12 ships of a total ton
nage of 192,750 tons. She had in process of being built 4 ships, 
which she also agreed to scrap, of a total tonnage of 161,958 
tons. Japan's total contribution in the interest of a more last
ing peace was 16 capital ships of a total tonnage of 354,709 
tons. 

Now, France and Italy--
Mr. MONTAGUE. Before the gentleman leaves Japan, will 

be permit me to ask a question? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. With much pleasure. 
Mr. MONTAGUE. Did not the conference provide an ex

ception as respects Japan in the particular of giving to her the 
right to complete the construction of the largest battleship in 
the world? 

.Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is correct. • 

.Mr. MONTAGUE. I did not like to disturb the gentleman, 
but I did not want you to leave Japan without that fact 
appearing. 

.Mr. VINSON of Georgia. At that conference two other 
nations, France and Italy, signatories t() the treaty, had no 
ships in process of being built, and agreed to scrap no ships. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the contribution that each na
tion that entered into the Washington conference made. 

As a result of the conference, let us see what happened: 
The United States had left 18 battleships of a total tonnage 
of 552,850 tons. The British Empire, after she has put in 
commission the NelsO'n and the Rodney, that took the place 
of the four ships that she took out of commission and scrapped 
as a result of the Washington conference, will have 20 capital 
ships of a total tonnage of 558,950 tons. Japan, after she has 
scrapped her 16 ships, has 10 capital ships of a total tonnage 
of 301,320 tons; and by 1941 Japan, under the ratio of 5-5-3, 
is entitled to a total tonnage of 315,000 tons. France has 9 
capital ships with a total tonnage of 194,544 tons, and Italy 
7 capital ships with a total tonnage of 133,670 tons. 

This is the strength of the navies that engaged in the 
treaty as a result of the Washington conference. 

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield for a question at 
this point? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. LAZARO. And among the 18 battleships that we kept 

there were 6 that were coal burners and lacking in gun range 
in comparison with the British and the Japanese ships. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. I will state to the gentle
man from Louisiana that six of the ships we kept, in my 
opinion, should have been included in those that were scrapped, 
and we should have retained some of the large battl~ships 
we were building which were, in turn, scrapped. We have 
spent over $22,000,000 in reconditioning the six old battle
ships that should have been scrapped, and our committee to
day is conducting hearings to determine whether or not it is 
economical to spend $12,000,000 more to recondition two of 
the ships kept, the Oklalwnw and the Nevada. 

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield for another ques
tion, and then I shall not disturb him further? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. LAZARO. Did I understand the gentleman from Idaho 

to say a while ago that at this international conference on the 
limitation of armament our representatives did not consult the 
Navy experts? 

.Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Well, the gentleman from Idaho· 
had so many figures and said so much that you can not 
prove by me much about what the gentleman from Idaho said. 

Mr. LAZARO. I understood him to say that. 
Mr. McCLINTIC. Is it not a fact that Admiral Coontz waa 

assigned to the disarmament conference? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; and Secretary Hughes-
Mr .. McCLINTIC. And the Navy was represented there? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. BLACK of New York. But the Navy plans were not 

carried out there. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Well, I would hate to think that 

our naval experts originated this idea that ultimately was 
written into the treaty. · . 

Mr. LAZARO. You would not think they would be that 
simple. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Out of our 18 capital ships we have 
only 14 ships armed with guns of over 13 inches. Of the 
British Navy every ship of her 20 is armed with guns of either 
13 or over 13 inches, and every ship of the Japanese Navy is 
armed with guns of either 13 inches or more. 

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman means capital ships? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Capital ships; yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 

has expired. 
Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman fiye 

minutes more. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. "The object and purpose of the 

conference was to reduce "-and I am quoting-" the burden of 
competition among the nations that agreed to the conference." 

There was no limitation agreed to in reference to auxiliary 
craft, and there was a limitation agreed to on cruisers of 
10,000 tons. No agreement was reached in reference to de
stroyers, submarines, and such like. 

It is highly important to ascertain what this Nation, as well 
as other nations-and this is what I want to impress upon 
you-has built, authorized, and appropriated for since the 
Washington conference. 

Let us see what we have do.ne. Let us see about our con
tribution toward a further reduction of naval armament. The 
United States since 1922 has laid down two airplane carriers, 
two light modern cruisers of the first line, three submarines 
of all classes, six gunboats, and, in addition to those laid down, 
we have appropriated for three light modern cruisers, making 
a total of 16 ships of war that we have laid down and appro
priated for since the Washington conference, or a total tonnage 
of 120,909. 

Let us see what Great Britain has done. Great Britain has 
laid down-and by laying down I mean actually being built
two battleships of 35,000 tons each, the Rodney and the Nelson, 
that took the place of the four old ships that she took out of 
commission or that she got rid of. 

Great Britain got rid of her old ships, but we kept our old 
ships and appropriated $22,000,000 to repair and make them 
serviceable. In addition to that, Great Britain has laid down 
2 airplane carriers, first line, the Ooorageoos and the Glori
ous; 11 light modern cruisers, first line; 1 cruiser mine layer, 
2 destroyers, 4 submarines of all classes, 4 gunboats. In addi
tion to those laid ·down, she has appropriated for 3 modern 
cruisers first line, 6 submarines, 1 submarine tender, 1 sup
ply ship. Great Britain since 1922 has either laid down or 
appropriated for 37 ships of war of a total tonnage of 285,795. 
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Bear in mind that the object and purpose of the conference 

was to reduce competition in naval armament. Now, let us 
see what Japan has done. 

Japan bas laid down 2 aircraft carriers, first line, the 
Akagi and Koyo; 12 light modern cruisers, first line ; 35 de
stroyers, 30 submarines of all classes, 4 gunboats, 6 mine 
sweepers, 2 submarine tenders, 3 tankers, and 1 supply ship. 

In addition to what she has laid down she has appropriated 
for 4 destroyer leaders, 8 destroyers, 9 submarines. Since 
the Washington conference, which was contemplated to reduce 
competition in naval armament, Japan has laid down and ap
propriated for 116 ships of war of a total tonnage of 339,201. 

Now, let us see what France has contributed toward re
duction of naval armament. France has laid down 1 aircraft 
carrier, first line; 6 modern cruisers, first line; 1 cruiser mine 
layer, 6 destroyer leaders, 21 destroyers, 28 submarines, 1 sub
marine tender, 1 tanker, and has appropriated for 1 modern 
light cruiser, first line; 3 destroyer leaders, 4 destroyers, 11 
submarines, 1 gunboat, 1 submarine tender, 2 tankers. That 
is a total of 88 ships of war, with a total tonnage of 221,828. 

Italy has laid down 2 light modern cruisers, first line ; 16 
destroyers, 13 submarines, 9 mine sweepers, 4 tankers, 2 sup
ply ships. She has none appropriated for, making a total of 
46 ships of war. Italy has laid down since the Washington 
conference a total tonnage of 102,207 tons. By the act of De
cember, 1924, Congress authorized the building of eight scout 
cruisers within treaty limit-that is, not over 10,000 tons
and with guns not larger than 8 inches. 

Now let us see the status of the nations with reference to 
their strength in modern cruisers. The United States has 
10 modern cruisers classified as scout cruisers under 15 years 
of age, ranging in tonnage from 3,000 to 10,000 tons. The total 
tonnage of these ships is 75,000 tons. We are building two of 
10,000 tons each and have appropriated for three of 10,000 tons 
each, making a total for the United States of 15 scout cruisers 
of 125,000 tons. 

Bear in mind that the contracts have not been let for three 
that we have appropriated for, and, if my memory serves me 
correctly, there has been only an appropriation of $1,200,000 for 
the commencement of the three, but when they have been 
finished-and no one can tell when that will be at the rate 
we are now going-we will have, as I have above stated, 15 
of a total tonnage of 125,000 tons. 

The British Empire has 40, ranging in tonnage from 3,000 to 
10,000, and within 15 years of age. Their total tonnage is 
194,290 tons, and in addition to those she is building 11 of a 
total tonnage of 110,200 tons and has appropriated for three of 
28,000 tons, making a total for the British Empire of 54 scout 
cruisers of a tonnage of 332,290 tons. 

Mr. FRENCH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman a moment ago referred to the 

10 light cruisers of the United States as ranging from 3,000 to 
10,000 tons. Is it not correct to state that the 10 are 7,500 tons? 

1\Ir. VINSON of Georgia. Exactly. 
Mr. FRENCH. The point is this: The inference might be 

drawn from what the gentleman said that there are some of 
3,000 tons, and in view of that fact the gentleman would not 
want that inference left. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No; I am showing that the 54 
scout cruisers of Great Britain are from 3,000 to 10,000 tons, 
with 3 to 8 inch guns and within 15 years of age. That is the 
same comparison I have made with reference to ours. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. FREKCH. l\fany of those cruisers of Great Britain 

are below 5,000 tons. In fact, most of them are below 5,000 
tons. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That may be true. 
Mr. FRENCH. It is true; while, on the other hand, not one 

of the 15 American cruisers to which the gentleman has 
referred is below 7,500 tons. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I stated the comparison was be
tween 3,000 and 10,000 tons. Of course, some of Great Britain's 
may be fifty-five hundred tons or sixty-five hundred tons. Our 
10 are 7,500 tons each. 

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Chah·man, will the gentleman 
yield? 

1\Ir. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. BLACK of New York. The gentleman from Idaho evi

dently thinks that the 10 cruisers authorized on paper can lick 
these small British cruisers. • 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. FRENCH. I still think the gentleman does not want 

to leave an unfair impre...qsion to be ~awn from his statement. 

He has mentioned 15 cruisers, either built or building, or 
appropriated for by the United States, and he says that they 
are in a class from 3,000 tons to 10,000 tons. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Is not that correct? 
Mr. FRENCH. No, it is not; and when the gentleman 

leaves that inference he is wrong, because, as a matter of fact, 
10 of them are 7,500 tons each, and the other 5 are 10,000 
tons each, and not one of them is below 7,500 tons. 

.Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It is the difference between 
tweedledum and tweedledee. The gentleman is correct and so 
am I, in the way I am expressing it. I am expressing it 
exactly like the Navy Department expressed it to the gentle
man when it sent a statement of comparison of cruisers of 
these different nations. 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman might just as well say that 
the cruisers are in tonnage from 1,000 to 10,000 tons. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I say that they are from 3,000 
on up. 

Mr. FRENCH. While there is not one of less than 7,500 
tons. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, let me employ my friend's 
analytical mind for a few moments. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I thank the gentleman for the 
comvliment. 

Mr. BUTLER. The country knows, and knows it well, that 
in 1931 we can not have more than 125,000 tons of these 
cruisers, as against 332,290 tons of Great Britain's. Am I not 
correct in that? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Absolutely. 
Mr. BUTLER. Ten of our cruisers certainly have 7,500 tons 

each, and nobody denies that; but do not let us quibble. We 
want some more, and we need them if we are going to com
pete with these other people. Let me suggest one other thing. 
Will the gentleman please say to this House what the English 
propose to do within the next four years? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. BUTLER. Has the gentleman that information? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. BUTLER. Build 78,000 tons more. 
Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. MONTAGUE. I understand that the Limitation of A:r

mament Conference that met in Washington made the limita
tion applicable to capital ships. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Only. 
Mr. MONTAGUE. And scout cruisers to an extent of 10,000 

tons. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is correct. 
Mr. MONTAGUE. The limitation was upon the tonnage of 

cruisers? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. MONTAGUE. And not upon the number. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is correct. 
Mr. MONTAGUE. I did not know that that had appeared. 

Therefore, so far as the limitation of armament is concerned, 
the gates are wholly down as to the number of cruisers and all 
auxiliary craft. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman is correct. 
Mr. BUTLER. Absolutely. 
Mr. WINGO. Before the gentleman leaves that portion of 

his remarks will he yield to me? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. WINGO. Whatever may be true about the dispute in 

respect to the tonnage of the individual ships, at the present 
time our tonnage is 75,000, and the tonnage of Great Britain 
194,000? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Actually built. The gentleman is 
correct. 

l\Ir. WINGO. Physical limitations are such that by 1931 we 
will have 125,000 tons and Great Britain will have over 400,000? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. She will have 332,290 tons. 
Mr. BLACK of New York. We will not have 125,000 tons. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. We will if we get the money. 
Mr. BLACK of New York. But not this way. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Great Britain has 40, ranging 

from 3,000 tons to 10,000 tons each within 15 years of age, 
and they are armed with from 3 to 8 inch guns, and my distin
guished friend my Pennsylvania [Mr. BuTLER] can tell how 
many torpedo tubes they have. 

:Mr. BUTLER. Twelve on each one, of 21 inches. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The total tonnage is 194,290, and 

in addition to what she has already built, she is building 11 
with a total tonnage of 110,000, and has appropriated for 3 
with a total tonnage of 28,000; making a total for the British 
Empire of 54 scout c~uisers of 332,290 tons. 
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Tile CllAIR.:\IAN. Tll.e time of the gentleman from Georgia 

bus again f'xpired. 
Mr. AYH..t:;s. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more to 

the gentleman. 
llr. BUTLI~R. l\Ir. CJwirman, ill the gentleman from 

I<lnho ~ive me 1:} minnte.-; ou this sidc't 
.Jr. l'H.K;, ~ 'II. Yos. 
.Mr. BlJTLEll. 1 woul<l like to yield th<,se 15 minutes to 

my friend from Geor~iu. 
The CII.AIIE\fA. '. The ~entleman can not clo that. . 
l\Ir. LAZAHO. ~lr. Cllairman, will the gentleman y1dd? 
l\lr. YL. ~~OX of Geo1·gia. Ye ·. 
~lr. L.\ZAHO. Woul<l the gpntle.man mind goil1g back to 

the uattle:--hip:-; for a momcmt to answer t~is que~tio?. Con
gl'e ·s appropJ"iate<l money to couvert thc:-;e :-;Ix battJe:::;h1ps from 
<·<•Hl uurller · to oil burners, aud eleYat.e the guns BO as to 
in<:rea:,;e the range. 

1\Ir. YL ~~o .. · of Gt~orgia. Ye .. 
Mr. LAZ.A.RO. II' it not t..rue that thiH mmwy was returu<>d 

to t lle Tr('a~m·y? 
dr. VINSON of Georgia. ~'he monPy for elevating the ~m; 

wa:::; ret u 111ed. Tl1e lll<Jll('Y for <'011\ertin~ from coal to oil burn
er.· was utili:lt~. and th<-•y ex11ende<l for deck protection, sub
marine vrotettion, 011 tho:-:e .·ix 'hips . 22,000,000. 

Mr. LAZAUO. Why cnn we not elevate the guns? 
:Mr. YL 1 ·o~ T of Gcorgiu. I hope we will be able to do so. 
Mr. BL''l'LER We will dtl it. 
:1\Ir. VL ·~oN of Georgia. Let us see nbont Japan's "'trength. 

Iu rt>ferem·e to crui~ers .Javan has 19 Fwout cruh;erH from 
3 000 ton· to 10,000 ton~-; ~:t<"h within 15 ye-:1 1':-l of ag , the total 
t~nnu~e bein~ 102,005. In addition the1·eto she is buildiug 
6 with a total tonnage of 5-!,200, and ~he ha: none auth01 izcd 
or appropriat£>d for; making a total for Japan in modern 
crnber · of 2."1, \Vith a tot a I tonnage of 1il6.205. · 

Fran<' ha bnilt three with a total tonnage of 16,7:11 and is 
lmildiug six with a total tonnage of G3,619, and has appropriated 
for one, making- 10 scout crull;er · in all, with a total tonunge 
of 80,350. 

Italy has eight "'ith a total tonnage of 30,780 and is building 
two of 20,000 tou · and hUt; apprqvriut£'d for none; a total of 
10 F<.:out crui ers with a total tonna~e of !"'>0,780 tons.. 

Now. members of tbe committee. in conclusion, the objE'<·t and 
the purpo. c. as I have • tated reveatedly, of the Washington 
dl~urmttru('nt confcrenc wa .. to contribute to the maintenmH"e 
of general peace and to rC'duce the burden of competition among 
nation:-4. .'ince the conferell('e we have lmilt or appropriated 
for 16 ships of wnr. The Britis:h have built or appropriated for 
37 t-:hip·· of war. .Japan bas 'built or appropriated for 116 ships 
of war. Prance bas built or appropriated for 88 ships of war 
and Italy bnR built or appropriated for 4G ship.c:; of war. 

The United State:-; ~crapped 842,3 0 tous, and we have appro
priated for and rebuilt sinc·H the conference 120,900 tons. The 
Briti:::h Empire f:crapped 4H,7GO tons, and ~incc the conference 
she ho • built anrl appropriated for 285,79;:) tons, or within 
161 9i'"J;3 ton as much a.· .he ha. scrapped. Japan ~crapped 
354:7u9 tons, and she has built or approvriated for since the 
conference 330,201 ton .. or replaced within 15.508 tons of what 
~he . crapped a a re-~·mlt of the Wa binnton confer€'nce. France 
did not >crttp any ships, but l'ince the confcreuce !Jle has added 
to ·her nnT"nl strenglli 221,828 tons. Neither did Italy scrap 
any ·hip~. As a re~ult she, too, has added to her navy 102,207 
ton .. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it i. for Congress to determine what our 
policy Shall 'be. It is for Congress to dctermiue whether or not 
we ~hall <:ontinue to let our Navy stand in the position it is in 
while oilier navies are being 'built within the lights of the 
trent:v. Tlmt is the que ·tion as stated by the ~entleman from 
Yirgi'llia [lfr. Moon.~-;]. That fs one of the main questions in 
i~. ue for Congr ·s to determine. At the proper time amend
ments will be o.trered and t11e Member will have an opportunity 
to expre ·s their views as to what the Nation': policy shall be. 
[Applnu. e.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The tlmc of t..he gentleman from Georgia 
bas expired. 

Mr. RPFlAKS. Will the gentleman permit n question? 
1\lr. VIN ON of Georgia. My time bas exph·e~l. 
~lr. AYRES. I yield to the gentleman one mmute more. 
T11e CHAIRMAN. Tlle gentleman from Georgia is recog-

nized for one minute more. 
1\lr. SPEAKS. The ..,.entleman states that at the time of 

the disarmament conference we were engaged 1n a building 
pro~nm which, if completed, would bave made our Navy the 
~Patest in the world. 

Mr. YI.. ·so .. T of Georgia. Yes. 

• 

Mr. SPEAKS. And that we scrapped about 846,000 tons as 
the result of tllat conference. Is that correct? 

~Ir. YIXSON of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. SPEAKS. Had the original building program been 

completed, and bad we not SC"rapved the 846,000 tons, would 
not our Navy have been approximately double the strength it 
hn s to-day? , 

.Mr. YINSON of Georgia. That is correct. 
Mr. SPEAKS. We are asking in this bill for $316,000,000. 

Is the gentleman bewailing the fact tlwt we are not appro
priating 'G32,000,000 in te11d of $31G,OOO,OOO? In other words, 
it would seem conclu,.i"ve that the ui~armament treaty restrict
ing naval constru<·tion and the scrapping of a large amount 
of tonnage will this year save the Government hundreds of 
million8 of dollars. 

l\Ir. YINSON of Georgia. No. The gentleman is not be
wailing the fact. lie hns he<'n endPaT'oring to enlighten the 
Hou~e as to what a complete failure the Washington disarma
ment conference was. 

~1r. SPEAKS. I do not understand how the gentleman 
r<'aehe the condusion that the ·washington disarmament 
coufcrence was a failure, in view of the facts and figures 
presented in his statement and which seC'm to estauliBh con
<:lu:-;iT"ely that our expenditures for naval purposes have 'been 
greatly r£>dneed without impairing efficiency. 

~'he CllA.IR~IAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
hHR .again expired. 

:Mr. AYREI'). Mr. Chairman, I ~'ield to the gentleman from 
New York [l\Ir. BLACK] 1::> minutes. 

'l'he CUAIIB1AN. The gentleman from New York is recog
nized for 15 miuut<.-s. 

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of 
the committee, a rather strnn~e thing happened on the :floor 
to-day. 'Vc hnd a confe.·~ion from the c-hairman of an impor
tant commit tee of this House tllat in spite of the fac·t that 
his committee has l1itherto recommended the con, truction of 
three additional cruir-:eri', and the General Board of the Nuvy, 
the experts of the J. uvy, had recommended it, yet in view of 
U1e arlminish·ation poliey in international affairs they are not 
going ahead. A strange admis ·ion as to the administration 
and international policy. It is a question that redounds upon 
u through our responsibility under the Constitution for 100 
per cent protection to the American people. 

I always like to listen to the distingu.h:;lted gentleman from 
Idaho [Mr. F&Er\Cn] in debate, and in u cause he is an ideal 
witness, a great e\ader. He ~aid we could not go abean with 
aircrnft carriers, in Hpite of the fact that the British have 
seT"en instead of our thr(le, becam1e we have not the la t word 
in aircraft. What n ridiculous stlltf'ment! What country has 
the lost word in the matter of defensive armament? On the 
same theory n.s that which t..he gentleman seems to have adopted, 
we oug-ht not to have a Congt·e.·s until we can have a Congre s 
compo:-:ed of men of perfect intellectual faculties like those of 
Woodrow Wil:-;on. 

lie also said in some cnse we have a better average touna~e. 
That is not the question. The qu~tion is, Are we jn the 

a~grC'gat..e equal to Grent Britain? Gl'eat Britain will not 
make an arrangement with Ul'l in case Hhe goes to war to the 
cl!ect that she will use only her little ship. against our ~ig 
onc:-1. Remember what Balfour did to llS in the conference. 
Anyway, do not send Hughes to make the deal. The .who~e 
proposition, as stated by the gentleman from Idaho m h1s 
lC'"erdemain argument and as indicated lly the chart thut wa.s 
uclore us is ridiculous. Whnt we want in thh; country is an 
adequate' Navy, n Navy as fnr up to 0-5-3 rnti? a.s we can 
g-et. ·we ought to hnT"e it all the way up. If 1t 1s a good 
general propo ition, let us look up to it .. If the other nations 
n.re sincere in their preachments about disarmament. let them 
cut down their erulsers. Let them cut down their submarines, 
and let t11em cut down their aireraft carriers to the 5-;)-.3 
ratio. 

The whole proposition of that 1}-.5-3 ratio was a gepernl 
naval proposition, and when our people. walked out of that 
conference bnving scrnpped our battle:blp., then our pe011le 
did seriou' damage to Amcric1ln cHiz ns. It is up to us to 
relieve that damage. }jjven Sc<:retary. Hughes recognized that. 
He said after the conference: -

It 1 e!!. ential that we should maintain the naval stren!rth of the 
United States. 

But our chairman says, with his heart in his voice: 
The British would slarve if they did not have great ships. 

If we are going to have u wnr with Gr at Britain, will we 
send them food and organi7..e relief expedition: to .·upply thein 
with ammunition, and are we going to giYe them ships? 
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Are we going to appropriate funds to give them ships? That 
is the brutality of war and that ls the chance of war. If the 
British must starve because they have only a fair navy as 
compared with our Navy, so much the better in case of war 
with U8. I would. 1·ather see the Briti~h starve than have 
the 11eople in my di~trict bomhnrded, and I am sure the peo
ple on the California coast would feel the same way about it. 

Tlwn about our forts. You would. think we had forts with 
whieh to prot0ct our coasts, but GeuE>rnl Taylor, chief of 
the Army Engineer·, has ..:aid that our harbor defenses are 
ob~olete. In view of that we must build up the Navy. 

'l'hi:-> to me resolves it~elf into a . imple question. It is just 
a quc:-;tion of cheap politics. That is nll it is. The gentleman 
from Itlaho .·aid ln re~ponse to a question of mine that he 
would follow the head of the Nation on thi:-; question. So far 
as I am concernPd. I would cut off the head of the Nation on 
thi: question, because I think the head of the Nation ha: 
fallen down flatly in hi'i duty to the American people. I 
think, moreover, he kuows _it if he bas ~een the report of the 
General Board and of the War College. In this bill the House 
will dec·iUe whether Congrcs~ considt:'rs the political future of 
Cal Yin Coolidge of more conscqucnee than the • nfety of the 
U('pnblir. 'l'he committee ~eems willing to gamble thi~ Na
tion. who:e wealth is four hundred billion·, or 40 per cent of 
the total wealth of the world. against an expenditure of 
$100,000,000, so that our one-issue Pre:-;idcnt may prate about 
economy as he burns up the eountry's money on the naval 
unit he chcrishe. , the luxurious May{iov'er. Ile knows that 
we have no {)-5-3 ratio in crui ·ers or submarines. He knows 
that our cruiser ratio is to Great Britain a 2 is to 5, and 
as to Japan in fleet submarines aR 3 is to G. I wonder how 
he would like to uo into the Republican National Convention 
on the short side of uch ratios again t LONGWORTH or Low
den? Yet he want. our naval men in the battle of guns to be 
inferior to the British or the Jat)S. Self-preservation has been 
the fir:-;t law of nature, and .King Cal, the chemist, haH always 
ob. ·erved it. If it is good enongh for him, it is good enough 
for the re. t of the country. He has chang('{} the old naval 
slogan of "Don't give up the ship," to "Don't budge the 
Bud~et." The question is not what we can afford., but what 
do we need for protection? Pacifieism for ideals is danger
on. , bot respectable pacifism for politics is dangerous and 
de:-;picalJle. Like he assumes the dual per ·onality of Presi
dent and offi<:ial :pokeHman he now wnnts the Navy rein
forced by a paper navy. 

The chairman of the Rubcommittee f'ays we will have addi
tional protection through the Coast Guard-the dry navy-in 
case we should have war. Nobody here reully knows just what 
the !-;ituation is in the Navy, anu that i · what we want to find 
out to-day. It was :;;hown that we do not know what the situa
tion is during the debate betwe-en the ~entleman from Idaho 
[Mr. FR:tr~CH], the chairman of the ~ubcommittee on Appro
priations, and the distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
YIN o.-J, a member of the Naval Affairs Uommittee. There 
is a lot of confu~ion about it; we l1nve got to admit it, and we 
muHt get at the fact . ·we mu ·t rE·port to the people, and we 
mu~ t prolect the country. 

I have a re olution pending in the Rules Committee requir
ing the Subcommittee on Appropriations and the Committee on 
Navul Affairs to join as one committee and to summon the offi
cer" of the War College before it in order to find out just what 
is the ~Ituation in regard to our relative naval strength. The 
Wa. hlngton Post laRt Monday, in a v~ry strong editorial, says 
that is the only way you will be able to ..;ecure full information 
a to thL· naval question. 

I have a letter here from a di~tinguished naval critic, not a 
Briti:-;h critic, and he writes nie to this effect: 

Congres man BLAcK, 
W.&.srriNGTO~, Jan«ary !, 1~7. 

House Office Buildill{J, lVa.sltCngton, D. 0. 
MY DMAR Mn. BLACK: In your re~olotlon (H. R<.'s. 338) in the House 

of ltE>pre <.'ntatlv<>s, December 1:J, 192G, I find the words, "to pf>t·mit tbe 
u~;e of the Navy Department, including the facilities of the Naval War 
Colll'gc at Newport." 

Thl:'re has bt>en, and iR, a gren t divPrRity of opinions outside the 
Navy Deputment and the Naval War Coll<'gc on the interpretation of 
the ;)-5-3 ratio and what constitutes nntional defense. 

It is obvious thnt the heads of the United 'tates Government, the 
United States Senate, and the llouse of Rt>pr~>s<>ntntiv~>R have eith<>r 
b en not informed, mi informed, or have neglected to look thoroughly 
into the status oC our naval dl•fen es and comparisons with other naval 
slgnutory powers of the Washington a.rms treaty. 

Cllairman BUTLER, Ilon'e Naval Affairs Committt'~>, makes a bmve and 
honest confession that America hnd been fooled and be hnd been deluded. 
That is evident in the fact that the four signatory naval powers have 
increased tons and guns while the United States Navy has decreased. 

There ls no longer any doubt thut the letter and spirit of the Wash
ington arms treaty has been v1olu ted. Tbe Wa!!bington arms treaty 
as understood and pledged is equal with GrPat Bl'itain and u-3 over 
.Japan. This was understood in 1922, when the Secretary of tile ~avy 
directPd the General lloaru to formulate a United States na'\"al policy. 
The complPte work, which was approved by the Secretary of the N•tvy, 
concludt-s that the balanc-ed fleet for the United Stntes • uvy requit·t'~: 

1. Eigbtet>n battleships, all maintained in the highest state of elfi
ciency. This necessitn tcs in tbe en es of some of them: (a) An in
<'rease in the elevation of guns; (b) a change from coal fut'l to oil 
fuPl; (c) incrt>ased protection against torp<'docs and bombs. 

2. Sixty modern light cruisct·s. In o1·<ler that our Ht rength in this 
respect may equal that of Gr<>at Br1taln and be superior to that oC 
.Japan in the ratio of 5 to 3, there should be autborizl'U a building 
program o! 50 new vef-isels, 10 of which should be laid down each year 
for the nPxt tl. ve years. 

3. Two hundred and scvPnty det:~f royers, our pt·es<>nt number. As all 
oC th<'se V<'SS~>ls are the same uge, and, in consPquence, l><'come ob~olete 
at practically the same time, a r<>placement program should be immc· 
dlately initiated. 

Right here, parenthetically, tile gC'ntl~man from Idnho savs 
the reason we do not need so many sai.lorH iH b--cuu~C'; whlle 
we have a great number of ships for compari:;on purpo ·es, we 
have a great number out of commis~ion. 

4. Fifte('n destroyer leaders. Thet·e at·e no nssels of this type in 
the 1le+>t. All of th('m shouhl be providl'd for at once. 

5. One hund1·ed and ten modern, etfect.ive Hubmarines. In order to 
obtain this number, a building program of 4:> new ve~Ssels is neces ary. 
All new submarines should be capable of Oileratiug as u 1mrt of and with 
the t!Pet. 

G. Five first-Une airplane carriers. There are two under construction. 
Thrt>e additional hould be laid down as soon as practicable. 

I wnnt to point out that the chairman of tile subcommittee 
neglected to say that Australia is building an airplane carrier 
that is chargeable to the British quota. 

7. Six lighter-than-air ships. As the Los Angeles is only for com
mel'cial purposes, provil:lion should !Jc made to augment the S1umaniloa1~ 
by tlyc new dirigibles. 

This i an old report and was made prior to the ill fate of 
the Sl~renandooh. 

8. Sufficient train vessels to insure the £'tflcit'ut O[)t'rntion or the 
combatant tl.eet. 

All attempts to place before Congreijs tl1e exact conditions and 
requirements of the Navy bnve b('CO uefeUt(>d. It is therefore of vital 
importance to our national security to call on the Naval War College 
!or a complete and impartial rt>port on the ratio of all naval powt>rs, 
including the United States Navy. 

The importance of this, as covered by your resolution, can no longer 
be ignored In view of the Naval War CollE.'ge findings and opinions, in 
part as follows : 

"The ua.ta has not all been compiled, but there is more than enough 
to how what conllltion we arc in now and how we were sold out at 
the conf<>rcnce. I can not believe that it was done witting-ly, but I do 
know that we conceded more tban we should and more tll!l.n the board 
of naval experts recommended as the minimum. • • It would 
take too long to go into all the details of tile matter, but I will say 
this: We are hopelessly inferior to Great Britain in capital ship 
strength-range, rapidity of fire, weight of metal tluown, d structive 
etfcct, etc.-and the bell of it is, there is nothing that Congress cun 
do under the treaty that can elevate us from our hopf'lPss inferiority in 
capital ship strength. Gun elevation will not do it. BH!lters will 
bel[). Thickness or deck armor will help ; but we cnn not structumlly 
do thiB. Our 16-inch guns arc inferior in fire effect to their 15-inch. 
W1mt is the answer? Strange as It may seem to one who bns not l.ae:1rd 
the rt'a ·ons for such a dra tic dPparture in our pollcy-I ottcn wonder 
if we have one--the an~:~weL· i bl~h-speed 10,000-ton crul,ers with no 
armor, unless they have Home 5 to 6 inch d<>ck armor, equipped wltll 
8-in<'b guns. This will give you an inl<llng as to our cundltion. • 
P. S. : I have only scratched the surface.'' 

The following table is the result ot sU: problems played or worked 
out at the War College: 

Yards can (in Ships sunk (min- (m d 
Ameri- Time I Dri.iisb Ships 

---------1·-b-at_t_lo_)-l------~--u-tcs_>_ ~ _::: 

1. 15,000.----------------- 18 AIL ....•..••. 
2. 17,000------------------ 18 AU ___________ _ 
3. 23,00() _________________ _ 18 All ___________ _ 
4. 25,()1)() _________________ _ 5 All ___________ _ 

g: ~:~:::::::::::::::::: 
5 Ali __________ _ 
5 All ___________ _ 

.British gun elevation 20° mlnlmum. 
Unitod States 13 ships. 15° m:uimum. 

• 

21 
27 
45 
45 
75 
84 

Percent 
22 58 
22 47 
22 18 
13 12 
13 13 
13 11 
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Table of range offire BrilUh afUl..Amtrican 

Yards 

) 5,000 ___ ------------------: _____ -------------------------------
) 7,000------ --~- ------------------------------------------------
Above--

21,000-----------------------------------------------------22,000_-----------------------------------------------------
23,000------------------------------------------------------
24,000------------------------------------------------------

British 
ships 

(firing) 

22 
22 

22 
22 
22 
22 

• 

Ameri-
can ships 
(firing) 

---
18 
18 

12 
10 
8 
5 . 

Ships must fight and fire at given range until one or the other is 
destroyed. The life of a ship is expressed in num~r of hits that will 
render her incapable of further offensive or sink be:r. 

British, American, and Japanese fleets fire most favorable for each 
fleet to adopt: Japanese, minimum, 25,000 yards; British, minimum, 
24 000 yards· American, maximum, 13 ships, 22,000 to 23,000 yards. 

The relativ'e strength of the three naval powers as given by Naval 
Intelligence is-

Personnel .. _ .. -------------------------------------
Aircraft carriers_._.-----_------------------------~-
J.fodern cruisers.--------.--------------------------
Fleet subs_------------.-----------:-----------------

Great 
Britain 

5 
5 
5.1 
5 

United 
States of 
America 

!.2 
2.9 
1.5 
3. 7 

Japan 

3.4 
2.3 
2.6 
6.9 

The United States destroyer strength, on which we may rely, does not 
exist. The 103 destroyers in commission are the best of that class 
10 years old. The destroyers out of commission are deteriorating 
rapidly, all equipment must be replaced. It would take at least three 
years to repair and equip those ships and train 1,200 officers and 22,000 
men, the number required for that service. 

The ratio tor destroyer leaders is : 

Grt>at Britain----------------------------------------- 5 
United States or America---------------------------------- 0 
Japan----------------------------------------------------- ? 

A further letter trom the Naval War College, in part, as follows: 
" The American fleet is shown to be weak to a point ot serious and 
alarming degree, not being backed up by reserves, aurlliaties, supplies, 
fuel, and a lack of policy and preparedness. The War College problems 
that were played show that we can not handle a battle fleet on the 
Pacific. Lack of bases, fully equipped, were reasons given. Mare 
Island can only figure as repair yard for light ships. There was no 
mention of any other base other than Panama. That to handle the 
battle fleet on the Pacific it will be necessary to dock the capital ships 
on the Atlantic and use the Panama Canal Zone a.s operating base, 600 
to 700 ships for supplies and !uel would be necessary to guarantee sup
plies and fuel" for the maintenance and operations overseas. There is 
no base or harbor in the Pacific equipped to accommodate the entire 
fleet in every respect." 
• 'l'he merchant marine strE>ngth of a nation should be considered a 

par.t <1f its navY. Within 30 to 90 days merchant ships can be con
verted to cl'uisers and aircraft carriers. 

Great Britain can convert 42 merchant ships of 20 knots and over. 
Added to her five aircraft carriers, this would give the British Navy a 
plane carrying capacity of 2,500 to 3,000 airplanes, protected by a 
superior navy ot capital ships, light cruisers, and fleet submarines. 

There is every evidence that the United States Navy would be de
feated in every major engagement. 

The second paragraph of the General Board's report definE's the 
"fundamental naval policy of the United States" in the following 
tlentence: "The Navy of the United States should be maintained in 
rufficient strength to support its pollcies and its commerce, and to guard 
1ts continental and ovet·seas possessions." 

Our present naval policy is only to maintain. The building or re
placement program gives way to the maintaining of certain almost 
worthless navy yard , which is not consistent with economy. Nor is 
Mr. McCarl, General Lord, or Congressman MADDES qualified or justi
fied to direct what is to be presented to Congress or what constitutes 
national defense. As to future naval disarmament, Great Britain bas 
officially declared . she will never disarm, and, with other signatory 
powers, has violated the letter and spirit or the Washington arms treaty. 

All other naval powers recognize the fact that England can not and 
will not disarm. And these facts influence and guide the defense 
policies of all other powers. 

Captain Smyth, United States Navy, officially stated " that the other 
nations were scrambling to construct as many ships 1 ton under the 
10,000-ton limits as they can afford, ·and that each nation is trying to 
misrepresent others." 

Europe and Japan's answer to future peace parleys and their taitb 
m the success of fiuther naval disarmament is demonstrated in 
Captain Smyth's statement. 

America's faith in future naval disarmament is a danger and a 
delusion, backed up with only a misrepresentation that 5 cruisers 
are building and a furtlrer empty promise that 10 more will be built. 
This is only a sop to the American people. 

I call to your attention the pledge made at Cleveland, "We pledge 
ourselves to fully maintain the Navy to the treaty ratio." The United 
States lived up to the treaty ratio in scrapping, but at no time have 
we made an attempt to live up to the building ratio. Our honor ana 
duty are as much pledged one way as the other. 

If the naval ratio is based on the Washington arms treaty, Great 
Britain should scrap 39 light cruisers and Japan should scrap 17 light 
cruisers. If, however, this is not done, the United States will be the 
only nation that bas made real sacrifices under the Washington arms 
treaty. 

The Ron. W. C. Bridgman, First Lord of the British Admiralty, 
officially stated: "Britain must retain her supremacy of the seas so 
far as cruisers are concerned," and suggested last July in London tbe 
status quo in cruisers. 

France and Italy have stated that they will never give up their 
defense, the submarine. No arms parley at Geneva, or elsewhere, will 
reduce the superior cruiser strength of Great Britain and Japan to our 
ratio ot 1-5. 

If national defense is a nonpartisan issue, why wait until 1!)28 and 
risk the security ot the Nation by putting the Navy in an irretrievable 
position? 

Further hopes for naval disarmament is not the answer to meet out 
ratio in cruisers. Such hope is misleading and but a further attempt 
to crystallize the Ha:rding-llughes Washington arms pact, and a smoke 
screen as justification of the Nation voluntarily sacrificing its sea 
power. 

The plea that appropriations at this time might embarra s the 
League of Nations disarmament plans is a misnomer. The League of 
Nations, dedicated to a martyr of pes.ce, is desecrated by crafty states
men, who barter and trade in weaker nations to satisfy the imperial
Istic policies of the powers. The inner council of the League of Na
tions is composed of the armed powers; their voice is recognized by 
their weight ot armor; they jealously guard that recognized power of 
security and openly increase their diplomatic weight by the ever
increasing weapons of war. It is an armed peace by an armed league. 

Your resolution, House Re-solution 338, offers a sane and construc
tive means to form a policy ot national defense. 

The Naval War College and the Board of Strategy are better 
equipped to work out every plan of offense and defense and place before 
Congress the actual merit of weapon and class of ship. · 

To successfully attain the above, it is ab olutely necessary to elimi
nate all political interference and . in1luence. No siQgle political, mili
tary, or naval mind is qualified to be the last word in what constitutes 
national defense. · 

The greatest in.tluence brought to bear on our naval-defense poli
cies should be the naval strength and naval policies o! all other naval 
powers. 

Your resolution offers the way to the Naval War College to submit 
all data and to dE'monstrate by problems before the Senate and House 
Committees 'on Naval Affairs our actual naval strength. This will 
bring into the light the unquestionable and indi putable facts. 

The time has arrived to fill the gap in our naval weaknt>ss. .Authori
zation means nothing without appropriations to build ships, and a 
policy to save the initiative of the service. 

National defense and trade are one in order to guarantee security, 
peace, and prosperity, which is the shield to the immortality of a 
nation. 

A policy of idealism is not a combati;e force. It is but the policy of 
the supergovernment which controls our destiny. 

The intent of the Washington arms treaty is based on comparisons 
with other naval powers. Congress should be guided by tho e compari
sons ~nd relie;e any one man, in whose hands rests the security of the 
Nation, of that great power and responsibility, 

Respectfully, 
W. B. SHEARER. 

Mr. ABER~'ETHY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK of New York. Yes; I yield. 
1\.tr. ABERNETHY. I would like to hear the gentleman on 

the question of when we are going to have some more sinkings 
of the various ones we have built. 

Mr. BLACK of New York. We are not going to bother about 
that. If we should have a war, the British or the Japs will 
attend to that for us. 

Now, here is where the President honestly stated the posi
tion, and this is from his message to Congress under date of 
December 6, 1923 : 

For several years we have been decreasing the personnel of the 
.A.l'my ancl Navy and reducing their power to the danger point. 



1100 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE " '· JANUARY 4 
Further reductions should not be made. The Army is a guaranty of 
the security of our citizens at home; the Navy is a guaranty of our 
citizens abroad. Both of these services should be strengthened rather 
than weakened. Additional planes are needed for the Army and addi
tional submarines for the Navy. The defenses of Pa~a must be 
perfected. We want no more competitive armaments. We want no 
more war. But we want no weakness that invites imposition. A 
people who neglect their national defense are putting in jeopardy their 
national honor. 

So spoke Calvin Coolidge in 1923 and yet look at what his 
spokesman on the floor of the House has said to-day about 
the Navy needs. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yi ~'1 d 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. STEVENSON]. [Applause.] 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am 
going to turn aside just a little while from this discussion of 
armament and discuss for a few minutes the situation con
fronting many of the Representatives and the States that many 
of us represent here in the matter of the rights of the States 
to representation in either body of this Congress. 

A few days ago, or at least within the last month, it was 
stated by a distinguished Member of the other body that there 
were precedents in the House of Representatives for denying 
a man a seat without his having been sworn in and having 
had a hearing. There is some precedent, but I want to discuss 
just a moment what the precedents amount to. A man pre
sents his credentials here or in the Senate of the United States. 

I am not discussing Senators, and therefore I have a right 
to refer to the body. It contains the great seal of the State 
that the man represents. It imports absolute verity. It is 
prima facie the right of that man to maintain on the floor 
of the body he proposes to join his representative capacity of 
the State from which he comes; and until that presumption 
is rebutted and rebutted by proof and rebutted under an 
opportunity to be heard and to have a trial and to be con
fronted by the witnesses, that man has the right to repre
sent the State whose great seal he bears on his commission. 

What are the precedents that were cited as being in the 
House of Representatives? The most notorious was one from 
my State, where one Whittemore, a recoDBtruction carpetbag
ger, came up here and did acts that were so disgraceful that the 
House was in the course of expelling him, and did adopt such 
a resolution after he resigned. The House, having heard 
him and having determined that he was guilty of conduct 
that was unbecoming a Representative of the State, he went 
back, and his constituents immediately reelected him to fill 
his unexpired term. lie came back and presented his com
mission here and he was not allowed to be seated upon the 
floor. He was rejected, and as a result never was allowed to 
take the oath. But this was after the pre~mmption that arises 
from the bearing of the commission with the great seal of 
the State upon it had been effecutally rebutted and destroyed. 
He had had his hearing. He was merely here asking this 
body to overrule the former solemn judgment of this House 
and allow him to be seated, notwithstanding the infamy he 
had already placed against his name. 

Mr. BOWLING. Will the gentleman yield for a short ques
tion? 

.Mr. STEVENSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BOWLING. Did that particular person take the oath 

before ·the resolution of expulsion had been adopted? 
Mr. STEVENSON. Yes; he had been serving for a year 

or more. 
Mr. BOWLING. I mean when he came back. 
Mr. STEVENSON. No: he was not allowed to take the 

oath. 
Mr. BOWLING. He was not allowed to take the oath? 
Mr. STEVENSON. No, sir. That is the precedent referred 

to, I take it, in the other body. That precedent is not a 
precedent for denying a Representative of a State the right 
to take the oath to which he is entitled because of the verity 
that is found in the great seal of the State that he repre-
sents. And so zealou were the people who made the Consti
tution that they said, " Yes ; we will make the House and the 
Senate the judge of the qualiiications of its Members. Yes· 
we will do that; but ·before we will allow the will of a State 
to be overridden or allow a Representative of the State to 
be declared not a Representative, except where there is a 
contest, there must be a two-thirds majority of the Honse 
finding that he is unfit to sit in the House to which he has 
been accredited by the seal of the State." 

I have thought a great deal about the conditions that are 
confronting the Senate. I hope that our people will not be 
stampeded by clamor about primary corruption. Following 
the Whit~mqre case Mr. BERGER wa~ exp~lled fro;Dl the Ho~se. 

He was reelected and came and presented his credentials. The 
very fact he had been expelled resulted in his being denied 
the right to take the oath. This was in the stress of war. 
Since that time even that has been waived, and he now sits 
with us. There was also the Brigham Roberts case, I believe, 
from Utah, where under the stress of agitation and a religious 
issue and an issue of polyg~my and various other things there 
was a long investigation, and I believe he was never allowed to 
take the oath and become a Member of the House; but that 
should not be regarded as a precedent, because I do not think 
that was a well-considered judgment. It was one of fear rather 
than of justice and of law. 
. I say these things because to my mind those of us who repre

sent conservative constituencies, who have always had great 
regard for the Constitution, should not sit down idly and let 
the constitutional provision be swept aside by the pas ions that 
m~y arise out of the scandal that has grown out of a primary 
election or any other kind of election. 

I am not alarmed at the continual intimations that are being 
made that they will investigate and determine that we are not 
living up to the fifteenth amendment. We have two classes of 
people who are throwing bouquets at the South, one wanting us 
to vote one . way for fear they will get after us about the 
fifteenth amendment, and the other wants us to turn in and 
nullify the eighteenth amendment, because they say that if we 
do not they will enforce the fifteenth amendment. 

I have no patience with this. The South has always stood 
for the Constitution. She stood for it and she justified her 
stand on battle fields that made this country a history that has 
never been written greater in any history in the world. 
[Applause.] And, by the way, she stood for it when that which 
was done in the heat of war had to be cured by constitutional 
amendments, admitting that she had been standing for her 
rights and that she had the right to retain them. It took 
constitutional amendments after the war to cure what had been 
done during the war. 

They talk about the fifteenth amendment! I want to tell 
you that in South Carolina the Constitution gives any man the 
right to vote who has $300 worth of property on the tax books 
and pays his taxes or who can read the Constitution. There is 
not a colored man in the State of South Carolina who can not 
register and vote if he comes within that limitation, and when 
he does h~s vote is counted. It is not like what happened up in 
Massachusetts, in the district of a gentleman who sometimes 
gets after us down here. A colored ma.n publishes a paper up 
there, and he sent me an issue of it some time ago in which he 
charged, and seemed to prove. that .a couple of colored men 
were elected to the legislature up there and they counted them 
out. They appealed to the legislature, and it sustained the 
counting out. [Laughter.] · 

I want to tell you that under the constitution of South 
Carolina, squaring with the constitutional amendments, I erved 
six years with a colored man in the House of Representatives of 
South Carolina. Why? Because they had a majority in the 
county of Georgetown and they had a right to elect. They had, 
that right nnder the Constitution under which we are operating 
to-day, and he was elected and he sat in the legislature con
stantly for six years, and I used to take a great deal of pleasure 
when gentlemen and ladies from Boston would come in and be 
brought up and introduced to the .Speaker, when I used to be 
Speaker, and the first question they would ask was, " Which is 
the Democratic and which is the Republican side." I used to 
point to this little colored fellow over there and tell them, 
"That is the Republican side." [Laughter.] 

We count them and we give them their rights and they can 
vote to-day, and we invite anybody who wants to, to come down 
and see whether we are living up to the fifteenth amendment 

We are trying to live up to the eighteenth amendment, too, 
and we have no sympathy with this attempt to nullify the Con
stitution that is being made in some places and the attempt to 
tie to the Democratic Party the proposition that it is trying to 
nullify the eighteenth amendment. 

Gentlemen, I have digressed a little, but we see this statement 
every day. The Washington Post has a squib every morning 
about the southern Members and what would they think if they 
took a notion to enforce the fifteenth amendment. 

The State of South Carolina started out with· a colored ma~ 
jority of 40,000. A man was elected governor in 1876, when 
there was 40,000 majority if they all voted one way, but after 
Hampton was elected governor, the supreme court, made up of 
a carpetbagger from New York and a colored man from Phila
delphia, decided that he was legally elected. And he was 
elected by thousands of colored men voting for him. We have 
just celebrated the semicentennial of his inauguration. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STEVENSON. I wilL 

/ 
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Mr. WAINWRIGHT. How large a colored population in not. The following is their report to me, and I honor them 

South Carolina vote to-day 1 for their manly :fight to clean up this nefarious business : 
Mr STEVENSON. None of them vote. They fonn~ out long WAsHINGTON, D. c., December !1, 19!6. 

aO'o that there was nothing to it for them. They did not get Hon. WILLIAM F. STEVENSON, M. c., 
a~ything out of it. As one o:: them expressed it, "All they wa~t Home of Repres~tatives, WasMngton., D. a. 
is to get us to register and get a poll tax out of us. There lS MY DEAR MR. STEVENsON : Following your· visit to this office on 
nothing in it" October 19, 1926, an investigation was made of the charge .that candi-

The colored man is a good citizen, but. he never !ffids any- dates had paid to political referees or their agents cer~am sums of 
thing in the organization down there that iS fit for him to vote money in return for promises of appointment as village carriers at 
for and I do not blame him for not voting. But that does not Clover, s. c. 
suppress him. The State hB;S gi-ven him. the right to vote From the information obtained it is evident that $600 was paid to 
when he qualifies and sometimes he qualifies, and then fre- Parnell Meehan, postmaster at Chesterfield, S. C., to secure the appoint
quently does not vote. They do not vote, but not .because they ments of James s. Jackson and Robert C. Faulkner. This money was 
can not vote. They quit sending a man to the legislature fr?m paid in four amounts of $150 each prior to the date of the examina
Georgetown 20 years ago. All this talk about danger to whit:e tion (September 18, 1926), in which both Jackson and Faulkner received 
domination in the South is not true. It has g?ne. along un~il ineligible ratings. 
to-day the white people are in the large mSJority, even m No evidence was secured to show that Daniel M. Barrett or L. C. 
South Carolina, and I hope Mississippi will soon crawl out Dale used or attempted to use money in an efi'ort to receive indorse-
of it. ment for appointments. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? A copy of the report of the commission's investigator in this case 
Mr. STEVENSON. I will. ha.s been transmitted to the Postmaster General for consideration in 
Mr. BLANTON. In South Carolina the white man has to connection with the nomination of Mr. Meehan for reappointment. 

conform to certain regulations in order to vote? By direction of the commission. 
Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. Very respectfully, 
Mr. BLANTON. And the colored men have to conform to loRN T. DoYLE, Secretary. 

the same regulations, and if they do they can vote? There was a citizen of my town, a native of Vermont, and 
Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. He can vote, but he does not he was appointed postmaster some years ago. He declined to 

want to. contribute to the funds of certain pollywogs down there, and 
Mr. BLANTON. But if he does want to vote he conforms to when the time came for him to be reappointed they called for 

the same regulations as the white man does? an examination. Although he made the highest grade th.ey 
Mr. STEVENSON. Absolutely; they are on an absolute had another fellow appointed, because he would not come 

equality before the law and under the Constitution. across and he told me so. That is the reason the colored man 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? does ~ot vote down there. There is nobody for him to \Ote 
Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. for who is fit to vote for, and everything is for sale which the. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understa~d _that the colored man is J machine that is maintained down th:ere in South Carolina h~s to 

protected fully under the Constitution. Is there any moral deliver, and it is sold like beef m the market, and nngho/ 
suasion used there? cheap beef at that. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 

Mr. STEVENSON. No, sir; there has not been .for 40 y~ars. side.] 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understand that on election day if .a Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 

colored ~an a-pprof!-ches too near the ballot box to vote It gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. APPLJmY]. 

cllanges his complexton? . . Mr. APPLEBY. Mr. Chairman, gentlewomen, and gentlemen, 
Mr. STEVENSON. That IS like a great many of th~ under- about a year ago in a speech I made OJ) the floor of this House

standings of the gentleman from New York. There IS noth- on the Navy appropriation bill-! ca!led attention to the fact 
ing to it. . that the British were constructing two 5,000,0<>_0 ~bic feet 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman Yield further? lighter-than-air ships. In last session we authortzed the con-
Mr. STEVENSON. Yes; I will. . . . struction of two 6,000,000 cubic feet ships in the naval avia-
Mr. BLANTON. There are in the District of Columbia tion bill but did not make appropriation for them. Therefore, 

110,000 colored people. Not one of them is permitted to vote we hav~ not increased our lighter-than-air ship construction 
and there has been no effect on the part of our brethren across the past year, except for one 200-foot J ship. In the mean· 
the aisle to take any steps to allow them to vote. They are time all the other nations are going ahead of us in lighter-than· . 
disfranchised, every one of that 110,000 colored people. If air construction and we are simply marking time, because the 
you want to enfranchise any colored people, why do not you Budget has not asked for funds to commence construction. 
begin in Washington? The functions of Congress are specifically mentioned in our 

Mr. STEVENSON. _Now I will ~onclude what I s_ta~ted out Constitution, namely, make our laws, authorized for the national 
to say. I want to reiterate that m so far as nullifymg any defense and make appropriations. It seems in the present form 
clause in the Constitution is concerned the so~th~rn _people of government one department or a bureau created by an act of 
are against it. In so .f~ as enfo.rcing the Co~stitntion lS co.n- Congress is constantly striving to usurp the power y~sted ~ 
cerned the great maJOrity are m favor of It, and the dis- Congress by our Constitution and affirmed by our cittzens m 
cussions that are going on from day to day and week to electing membership to both legislative bodies. 
week sometimes make me th~ that .it is B?. effort to m~e we authorize ships, the number of men to man the ~ips, by 
it appear that we want to nullify certam proVIsions and certam law. The Budget then deliberately goes against the wishes of 
clauses of the Constitution. The. South has stood for the the majority of the membership of this House recommending, 
Constitution ever ~inc~ it ":as ~itten, ever sine~ the S?ut_h by withholding requests for appropriations,. suffi~ient. number of 
wrote it, because it did write 1t and construed It and 1t lS men for our national defense. How long 1s this gomg to con
prepared to live up to it now and the gent~eman fro:J? New tinue? Is the Budget in the future, a department created by 
York can come down ther~, put on a wooly ~g, black his face, Congress, going to completely usurp the powers vested in this 
come around to the election booth, and I will ¥Uarantee that House by the majority of people and confirmed every two years? 
we will not molest him; but he h~s got to be regtStered first. The members of the Sub-Appropriation Coiillt;J.ittee deserve !1 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Will they .count his vote? vote of thanks from this Nation for not acceptmg the Budgets 
Mr. STEVENSON. No; I do not thrnk they would count ideas in refusing to cut down enlisted personnel of the Navy 

his vote, bec~use he w~uld not be a ~esident. The vote of the and Marine Corps. . . 
colored man lS counted m South Ca.rolma the same as anywhere 1 would like to ca.ll attention to the testimony which appears 
else. As I said 25 years ago, a. colored man was elected. to in the naval appropriation hearing. In a question by Mr. 
the legislature and served for su. years! and I served With OLIVER of Alabama, asked of Admiral Moffett, who is Chief of 
him. He was elected on a Republican ticket and afterwards the Bureau of Aeronautics of the Navy, Mr. OLIVER said: 
they took him out and made him postmaster, but he couldn't 
be postmaster to-day, because he would not have enough ;money 
to pay for it. [Laughter and applause.] 

The Civil Service Commission reports, which I just got, 
shows that a postmaster, a henChman of a boss Republican in 
South Carolina, sold the village carrier positions in my dis
trict la.st September for $300 apiece, and got the money. Th.e 
Civil Service Commission turned them down, and the devil 
is to pay now as to who is to pay the money back. I do not 
know that anybody cares whether they e'\'er get it back or 

"1 would like to ask about lighter-than-air ships. I assume that you 
have made an estimate for that, and the Budget did not think it wise 
to appropriate :for it at this time." 

To that question Admiral Moffett replied : 

"That is right." 
The Los .Angeles, our only lighter-than-.air ship, a ?fagram 

of which is before you, is of 2,600,000 cubic feet capacity, con
tains 13 helium cells, was built in Germany, a.nd made a very 
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successful flight to the United States, and when the ship was Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman stated this morning that 
moored inside the hangar at Lakehurst, N. J., it was found he thought it wise to run along a while in general debate 
that she could have completed a trip to Texas without without fixing the time when general debate should expire. 
stopping. Have you ever reached any agreement? 

Uuder our treaty with Germany the Los Angele8 can be only Mr. FRENCH. We have not as yet, and I was thinking we 
used for a training cruise and not for military purposes. In would now rise and adjourn. 
other words, at the present time we do not have any rigid Mr. BANKHEAD. One other question. About what length 
lighter-than-air ships for military purposes. During_ the World of time does the gentleman have in mind to consume in gen
War the Germans successfully took 20 tons of supplies from eral debate? 
Germany to South AfTica and return. If we constructed one Mr. FRENCH. I have requests for less than one hour. 
ship, as authorized by last year's bill, we could carry 70 tons Mr. AYRES. And I suppose I will require less than 30 
of munitions twke as fast as any vessel that sails the sea minutes, so why not agree on the length of general debate 
over a distance of 6,000 miles. Rapid strides are being made in this afternoon? 
lighter-than-air construction. Germany has built 126 lighter- Mr. FRENCH. We can agree early in the morning. 
than-air ships, and I quote from the Aviation Magazine, Decem- Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, at this time I want to ask 
ber 6, 1926, page 964, as follows: leave to extend my remarks on the question of the Navy. 

GERMAN SUPERzEPPELIN UNDER coNsTRUCTION The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there 

Despatcbes state that the construction of Germany's new Super- objection? 
zeppelin is progressing rapidly. Dr. Hugo Eckenor, who is supervis- There was no objection. 
ing the construction, and who will command the ship when it Is com- Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I want to congratulate the 
pleted, has partially disclosed the secrets of the new propulsion system chairman of this subcommittee on the very able manner in 
which will be installed. According to Doctor Eckenor, the power will which be presented this bill this afternoon. [Applause.] 
be supplied by five 420-horsepower Mayback engines especially designed Mr. Chairman, I regret that I can not agree with the Dudget 
to burn a fuel known as carbonated hydrogen, with the chemical recommendations regarding the reduction of the personnel of 
formula CRt. It is claimed this fuel is lighter and more efficient than the Marine Corps from 18,000 to 16,800 men. To my mind 
either gasoline or benzol. This will dispense with the necessity for there are several reasons why this most efficient and useful 
wasting valuable inflammable gas when ascending to high altitudes. military organization or establishment should be kept intact. 
The use of this carbonated hydrogen for fuel will cut down by 35 1 shall endeavor to give a few. Roughly speaking, the duties 
per cent the weight allowance for fuel. of the Marine Corps may be divided, or rather subdivided, 

A lighter-than-air ship depends upon the lifting power of into these general classes: 
the helium to float it in the air, and the Los Angeles is driven First. Marine detachments serving on board of the fleet. 
by five 400-horsepower motors. It is steered by double rudders Second. Guards for navy yards and all naval establishments 
and normally the altitude is changed by raising or lowering two and activities on shore, at home and abroad. 
flippers or fins, which are at right angles to the double rudders. Third. Administrative and other marine duties. 
As a reserve captain in the United States Marine Corps, I was Fourth. Foreign shore duty in connection with carrying out 
attached to the naval air station at Lakehurst, N. J., last our national policies. 
spring and this fall, and was an observer on the U. S. S. Fifth. Expeditionary forces under training and available for 
Los Angeles on several of its flights, and was in a splendid active service in an emergency, either of peace or war. 
position to acquh·e first-hand information about our lighter- Sixth. Aviation. 
than-air activities. On one flight from Lakehurst to Newport, Taking up the first proposition of marine detachments serv-
R. I., made over the sea, I had an opportunity to watch the ing on board of vessels of the fleet. It is this duty which 
operation of the Los Angeles mooring to a floating mast gives the Marine Corps its nautical character, differentiates 
mounted on the stern of the U. S. S. Patoka. This mooring- it from the Army, and makes it especially fitted for duty in 
mast vessel is the only one of its kind in existence and has i support of the fleet in the event of hostilities. Marines on 
demonstrated the feasibility of mooring airships to surface I board a ship iri addition to doing the military guard duty of 
vessels in harbors. I understand England is now trying to ! the sbip, constitute a part of the ship's company and perform 
imitate this United States adaptation of the mooring ' many of the same duties as sailors, including the manning 
mast. 1 of a part of the torpedo-defense Qattery, and other similar 

I wish to thank the Committee on Appropriations for not 1 duties I might mention. 
restricting lighter-than-air developments at Lakehurst this I Now, referring to t.he second class of duties, that of guarding 
year. A very good course of instruction is given in free bal- 1 navy yards, and so forth. All of the naval yards, naval stations, 
looning, nonrigid airship operation, parachute construction, ammunition depots, and other naval establishments and activi· 
parachute tests, rigid airships, as well as a landing field fur ties are guarded and protected against fire and thieves by 
airships heavier than air. A very good airology station i!f ~~ marine detachments. 
maintained there, and weather reports are transmitted to Calling attention to the third and fourth classes of duties 
Langley Field, Anacostia, and Arlington, Va. It is an im- I mentioned a few moments ago, that is administrative and for
portant link in the chain of stations which furnish the weather 1 eign shore duty, for over a hundred years marines have been 
information for all aeronautical activity in the United States. j employed in foreign countries in connection with carrying out 
Another peace-time measure of lighter-than-air ship is to cali- our national policies and for the protection of the lives and 
brate compasses from shore station, thus having a check on I property of American citizens. .At the present time several 
the accuracy of compasses on shore vessels. I marine detachments are engaged in carrying out this duty. 

The experience of 45 hours of flight on tbe Los Angeles last About 900 are stationed in Haiti; about 500 in Peking, China ; 
year and 11% hours on our new nonrigid J-3 ship, with service , and an urgent demand is being made for at least that many 
on the rudders of the same, bas led me to think it is highly im- I mo_re. Additional . forces a~~ h~ld on board of ship~ in th.e 
portant that money be made immediately available for the I Onent and ashore m the Phillppme Islands and Guam m readi
commencement of two nonrigid lighter-than-air ships, as pro- ness fo1· use in China. There is also a detachment at Guanta
vided in the naval aviation bill of last year. At the proper 1 namo, Cuba, for use by the special squadron should additional 
time it is my intention to offer an amendment providing these marines be needed by that squadron. 
ships. I trust the amendment will pass. It takes between 30 The fif th subdivision mentioned is that of expeditionary 
and 40 months to complete a nonrigid ship and we can build forces under training and available for active service in an 
two at the same time for less money than' we can build one. emergency either of peace or war. A study of the history of 
It will not require all the appropriation at one time. Why I the ~Iarine <::orps during the period, we will s~y, since the 
should w~ close our .eyes to. lighter-than-air activities when ~pan~sh-Amencan War, shows that forces of ma~mes of vary
?ther nations are gomg rapidly ahead and copying all our illg siZe ha~e been employe~ nearly eve!Y year ~1~ber at home 
Improvements? England did not construct any worth while or abroad m connectio?- w1th our nati~nal policies .. For i!l
lighter-than-air ships until London was bombed. George Wash- j stance, about 3,000 marrnes were landed ill Vera Cruz ill Apnl, 
ington said: 1914, where they continued to serve as a part of the army of 

. . . occupation until December of that year, and I might mention 
In time of peace, prepare for war. many other expeditionary forces of marines used in other for-
Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, 1t happens that there are a eign countries in like manner. On two occasions it has been 

couple of speeches of such length that it was not desired by called on for use in the emergency caused by the depredations 
the ones who were to have the time that they go on to-night. of bandits and robbers of the United States mails. It is at the 

Mt'. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 1 present time engaged in guarding the mails, about 2,500 men 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. being used for that purpose. These men guard all trucks and 
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trains carrying valuable mail. They keep guard at stations 
where mail bags are being unloaded or transferred from mail 
cars into the station and follow up the transportation of these 
mail bags to theil.· destination-that is, the post office-and 
keep guard there when the bags are later taken from the 
trucks into the post office or from the post office to the trucks, 
as the case may be. 

It is a deplorable condition which exists in some of the 
larger cities in this country which makes a decent citizen blush 
with shame to think that the local governments of those cities 
are so helpless that they can not protect the Federal Govern
ment against robbery ot the mails it is delivering to the citizens 
of such cities, but such is the case. These robberies have 
taken place while mail bags were being moved from the trains 
to the trucks or just outside of a railroad station; also they 
have occurred just outside of the post office. As a result 
marine were called for by the Post Office Department, and 
while it was somewhat of a commonplace thing to read of a 
mail robbery before, no one has heard of such a thing since. 
The marines have taken over the matter of guarding the mails. 

Any time Uncle Sam needs policemen to guard him on land 
or sea, at home or abroad, in times of peace or of war, he 
knows where to go and get them. ·He calls for the marines. 
1'his has been the case ever since the beginning of this Nation. 

It might be interesting to give a brief history of the United 
States Marine Corps from the date it was created or founded. 
It was founded on November 10, 1775, by a resolution of the 
Continental Congress directing the raising of two battalions 
of marines. These were the first troops authorized by that 
body. Tlle first marine officer to receive a commission was 
Capt. Samuel Nicholas on November 28, 1775. During the 
Revolution these men served as a part of Washington's army 
in the Battles of Trenton and Princeton and other battles on 
land. They also had their share in all the victories of Com
modore Hopkins and John Paul Jones on sea. At the close 
of the Revolution the Marine Corps was practically disbanded; 
but soon thereafter, on July 11, 1798, the Marine Corps was 
permanently reestablished by act of Congress, approved by 
the President on that date, and saw action aboard ship almost 
immediately after its reestablishment during the naval war 
with France. 

The marines saw much service in the War of 1812. The 
OonstUtuion ha<l a marine guard through all her combatant 
career, and members of that guard took a prominent part in 
all of her battles. They also shared in the victory of Lake 
Erie, and the marine guard formed part of our milifary 
forces invading Canada in 1813. They took a prominent part 
in the defense of Baltimore and the Battles of Bladensburg, 
New Orleans, and many other engagements. 

In 1823 the marines formed a part of a landing force which 
attacked and defeated a nest of pirates in Cuba. Then in 1824 
they were called on to suppress a famous mutiny in the Massa
chusetts State prison. In the years of 1836 and 1837 there were 
two battalions of marines serving in the war against the Creek 
and Seminole Indians, and in the war with Mexico the marines 
fqught both on land, .as a part of the military forces, and on 
sea, as a part of the naval forces. They shared in the capture 
of Vera Cruz on March 29, 1847, and under the command of 
Colonel Watson joined the forces of General Scott in the march 
to Mexico City. They took a leading part in the campaign 
which led to the conquest of California and served in practi
cally all of the engagements during the war with Mexico. 

The history of the marines shows that they are always seeing 
service, not only during war times but in peace times as well. 
For instance, in 1857 the marines stationed here in Washington 
were called on to suppress the 11 plug uglies" riot, and in 1859 
they were called out to suppress a distinguished citizen of my 
own State, John Brown, who was making a raid, and it ended 
as usual when the marines are called to take a hand. 

I shall not take the time to detail the wonderful service 
rendered by the marines both on land and sea during the Civil 
War. If I should go into this it would take hours. It is suffi· 
cient to say they were found on the firing line at all times and 
under all conditions and circumstances. 

What I am endeavoring to do is to call attention to the 
diversified duties performed by thi:s organization at all times. 
The marines have never been idle. Immediately after the close 
of the Civil War-that is, in 1871-they were called on to cap
ture the Korean Forts because of the hostile action by natives 
of that country against a naval surveying party. Then in 1873 
they were called out to take care of a disturbed condition in 
Panama which interfered with the operation of the Panama 
Railroad, and as usual they straightened it out. They were 
kept busy putting down insurrections in yarious places, even as 
far as Alexandria, Egypt, clear up to the time of the Spanish 
w~ . 

When the Spanish-American War began the strength of the. 
Marine Corps was about 2,500 men, some aboard ships and 
others guarding navy yards. The detachments afloat took part 
in the battles in which their vessels were engaged, which in
cluded the famous battle of Santiago and the battle of Manila 
Bay, and many other engagements I could mention. Immedi
ately after the Spanish-American War the marines were called 
on to take part in suppressing the Filipino insurrection. Owing · 
to the nature of the country these operations included the sever
est kind of campaigning and the marines suffered serious losses. 

Then the Boxer insurrection broke out in China in 1900, and 
because of threats against foreigners the l\faline detachments 
from the U. S. S. Oregon and the U. S. S. N ewm·k were landed 
at Tientsin, China, and dispatched to Pekin to protect the 
American legation. In other words, the ever-ready marines 
were on hand at the right time and in the right place. 

Again, in 1903 another marine expedition was sent to Panama 
to protect American lives and property, and a battalion was 
kept in the Canal Zone until 1914. In 1906 a brigade of ma
rines was sent to Cuba to help Cuba put down an insun-ection. 

Owing to the disturbed conditions in Nicaragua in 1909, on 
December 20 of that year a force of marines was landed, and 
in May, 1910, was again sent to Nicaragua, an<l this was re
peated in 1912, and I could go on and detail innumerable inci
dents where detachments of marines were sent :first to one place 
and then another during each and every year for the purpose 
of protecting Americans or American property in foreign lands. 

I want to call attention briefly- to some of the services ren
dered in the World War by the marin~s. As a result of the 
declaration of war with Germany the Marine Corps during this 
year sent to France the Fourth Brigade of Marines, comprising 
the Fifth and Sixth Regiments and the Sixth Machine Gun 
Battalion. This brigade formed a part of the famous Second 
Division and took part in all the principal operations of the 
American Expeditionary Forces. These included the Aisne de
fensive, the capture of Belleau Wood and Bom·esches; the 
Aisne Marne offensive, including operations in the vicinity of 
Soissons; the St. l\Iihiel offensive, the capture of Blanc 1\Iont, 
and St. Etienne, and the Meuse-Argonne. After the armistice the 
Fourth Brigade, as a part of the Second Division, marched to 
the Rhine and formed a part of the army of occupation, re
maining there until july, 1919. A summary of the Fourth 
Brigade .operations follows: 

Toulon sector, Verdun: From March 15 to May 13, 1918. 
A.isne defensive, in the Chateau-Thierry sector: From May 31 to 

June 5, 1918. · 
Chateau-Thierry sector (capture of Hill 142, Bouresches, Belleau· 1 

Wood) : From June 6 to July 9, 1918. 
Aisne-Marne (Soissons) offensive: From July 18 to July 19, 1918. 
Marbache sector, near Pont-a-Mousson on the Moselle River: From 

August 9 to August 16, 1918. 
St. Mihiel offensive, in the vicinity of Thiaucourt, Xammes, and 

Jaulny: From September 12 to September 16, 1918. 
Meuse-Argonne (Champagne), including the capture of Blanc Mont 

Ridge and St. Etienne: From October 1 to October 10, 1918. 
Meuse-Argonne (including crossing of the Meuse River) : .From 

November 1 to November 11, 1918. 

In addition to the Fourth Brigade four marine squadrons 
of land fighting planes and the headquarters company oper
ated in northern France under the Navy as the day wing of 
the northern bombing group. Operations were cartied on in 
the Dunkirk area against German submarines and their bases 
at Ostend, Zeebrugge, and Bruges. The total battle deaths 
of marines during the World War amounted to 2,454. The 
total number of casualties was 11,531. 

After they had done their bit in the World War, then the 
same old police duty was assigned to the marines. For in
stance, during the year 1919 _disturbances amounting to an 
insurrection occurred in Haiti, and it was necessary for the 
marine brigade occupying that country to take the field again . . 
Peace was soon restored. 

In 1920 armed guards, including marines from the U. S. S. 
Albany and the U. S. S. Booth Dakota, landed at Vladivostok, 
Siberia, and acted in the capacity of interallied police durjng 
the attempted overthrow of the government of that city. 

In 1921 -the Third Battalion of the Fifth Brigade sailed 
from Philadelphia, Pa., for special temporary duty in Panama 
on account of boundary trouble that had arisen between 
Panama and Costa Rica. 

In 1921 so many armed robberies of the United States mails 
took pla~ that a ~orce of over 21 000 marines was organized 
and provided guards for mails in post offices, railroad sta
tions, trains, and mail trucks. This duty lasted about three 
months, and during this period robberies of mails nbsolutely 
ceased. 
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In 1922 marines from the Asiatic Fleet and Station were 

sent to Tientsin, China, on account of disturbances arisillg 
from the civil war in that country. 

The Japanese earthquake occurred in 1923, and marines from 
the U. S. S. Huron were landed to assist the American Embassy 
and American consulates and for relief work. 

Nineteen hundred and twenty-four saw a serious revolution 
in Honduras. Marines were landed four times in several cities 
on the north coast of that country to protect American lives. 
The same year saw a provisional company of marines landed 
at Shanghai, China. 

In 1925 there were further landing forces in Honduras and 
two landings of marine provisional units at Shanghai, and, as 
I have already called to your attention, last October 2,500 
marines were again assigned the duty of prot~cting the mails, 
which they carried out in the same manner and up to the 
present date with the same success. 

In view of the many, many incidents wherein the marines 
have been called on to protect American citizens and the prop
erty of American citizens, both here and abroad, only a few of 
which I have mentioned, it would be the height of folly to 
diminish this force. I agree with General Lejeune, when he 
stated to our committee: 

Inasmuch as the MarL ... e Corps must be an organization of "minute 
men" in order to carry out its mission of immediate service in sup
port of the fleet in a major emergency, necessarily plans nust be drawn 
up in advance and provisions made for carrying these plans into effect. 
To accomplish this it is essential-that the corps should not be crippled 
by reducing its strength below the minimum necessary to permit it to 
furnish a well-trained ex:p~itionary force for immediate service in a 
minor emergency and also to permit it to expand promptly and effec
tively on the approach of a major emergency. I am strongly of the 
opinion that the present strength-18,000 men-is, if anything, less 
than that minimum, and I am positive that it is not above it. 

I want to say, in conclusion, I have always found the marines 
a busy bunch of men improving their conditions and surround
ings, which would otherwise be a burden borne by. th~ . Govern
ment. General Lejeune stated in answer tJ a question asked 
him that the marines had· adopted the principle that a man 
can properly be called on to work to improve his home; that he 
can be called on to do any kind of work to improve his home 
conditions. . 

In view of this willingness on the part of the marines, with 
their own labor to do all they can to improve these conditions 
it would seem that a grateful Nation should-or could do more 
than has been done by this Nation in providing decent living 
conditions for its marines. I have been to Quantico and have 
seen the conditions under which these men with their families 
have to live. As has been said, housing conditions there are in
tolerable and would not be permitted for the civil population of 
any progressive community in this country, and are a disgrace. 
Until I visited Quantico and saw these conditions I could not 
believe they existed. I think the measure now before the 
Committee on Naval Affairs should be reported out imme
diately and passed, and an appropriation made during this 
session of Congress immediately available so that this deplor
able condition can be cared for at an early date. [Applause.] 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now arise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, Mr. CHINDBLOM, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
15641) making appropriations for the Navy Department and 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1328, and 
for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair designates the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. TILsoN] to preside to-morrow during such 
time as the Speaker may be absent. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCJ!l 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
BURDICK (at the request of Mr. ALDRicH) for the remainder of 
the week on account of important business. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move· that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 24 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes
day, January 5, 1927, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com

mittee hearings scheduled for Wednesday, January 5, 1927, as 
reported to the floor leatler by clerks of the several committees : 

COMMIT.rEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
State, Justice, Commerce, and Labor Departments appropria

tion bill. 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 

(10 _a. m.) 
To provide for the eradication or control of the European 

corn borer (H. R. 15649). 
COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY 

(10.30 a. m.) 
Directing the Secretary of the Treasury to complete pur- · 

chases of silver under the act of April 23, 1918, commonly 
known as the Pittman Act ( S. 756). 

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To authorize alterations and repairs to certain naval vessels 

(H. R. 15336). 
COMMIT!'XE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS 

(10.30 a. m.) 
Secretary Davis to be heard in a discussion of items in the· 

Army appropriation bill. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause· 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 
841. A letter from the Comptroller General of the United 

States, transmitting a rei>ort showing the officers of the Gov
ernment who were delinquent in rendering or transmitting 
their accounts to the proper officers in Washington during the· 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1926, the cause therefor, and whether 
the delinquency was waived, together with a list of such offi:rers 
who, upon final settlement of their accounts, were found to be 
indebted to the Government and had failed to pay the same 
into the Treasury of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

842. A message from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation for the 
War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, to 
remain available until expended (H. Doc. No. 623); to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. · 

843. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
report from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination 
of Cass Lake and Leech Lake, Minn. ; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. LEA VITr: Committee on the Public Lands. S. 4533. 

An act extending to lands released from withdrawal under the 
Carey Act the right of the State of Montana to secure indemnity 
for losses to its school grant in the Fort Belknap Reservation ; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1664). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. H. R. 15129. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to the Indiana Bridge Co. to construct, maintain, and operate 
a toll bridge across the Ohio River at Evansville, Ind. ; with 
an amendment (Rept. No. 1665). Referred to the House Cal
endar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII the Committee on Claims was 

discharged from the consideration of the bill (S. 2722) for the 
relief of the Muscle Shoals, Birmingham & Pensacola Railroad 
Co., the successor in interest of the receiver of the Gulf, 
Florida & Alabama Railway Co., and the same was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr .. COCHRAN: 'A bill (H. R. 15819) to amend the 

nationar prohibition act; to the ·committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. PARKS: A bill (H. R. 15820) to recognize the serv

iCes of certain officers and enlisted men of the National Guard 
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or Organized Militia ot the several States and of the District 
of f'olumbia during the World War; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SINNOTT (by departmental request): A bill (H. R. 
15821) to revise the boundary of the Hawaii National Park, 
on the island of Maui, in the Territory of Hawaii; to the Com
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. S~HTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 15822) authorizing the 
county of Escambia, Fla., and/or the county of Baldwin, Ala., 
and/or the State of Florida.. and/or the State of Alabama to 
acquire all the rights and privileges granted to the Perdido 
Buy Bridge & Ferry Co., by chapter 168, approved June 22, 1916, 
for the construction of a bridge across Perdido Bay, from 
Lillian, Ala., to Cummings Point, Fla. ; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 15823) .to establish a na
tional farm commodity marketing association to aid in the 
orderly marketing and in the control and disposition of the 
surplus of agricultural commodities, and to place the agricul
tural industry on a sound commercial basis, to encourage 
national cooperative marketing of farm products, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 15824) to amend the 
national prohibition act to prevent the issuance of personal 
injunctions; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (II. R. 10825) to authorize the 
d~ignation of deputy fiscal or disbursing agents in the De
partment of Agriculture stationed outside of Washington; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HILL of Washington: A bill (II. R. 15826) to add 
certain lands to the Colville National Forest, Wash. ; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 15821) to amend sec
tion 2 of an act entitled "An act authorizing investigations 
by the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of Com
merce jointly to determine the location, extent, and mode of 
occurrence of potash deposits in the United States, and to 
condud laboratory tests"; to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (II. R. 15828) to prohibit certain 
~ssignments to duty in bureaus of the War Department; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15829) regulating the mileage and other 
traveling allowances of members of the Officers Reserve Corps; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 15830) to authorize an 
increaRe in the limit of cost of certain naval vessels; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 15831) to increase the effi-
2tency of the United States Navy, and for other purposes; to 
'ille Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 15832) re
leasing and granting to the State of Washington any right, title, 
and interest of the United States in an island near the mouth of 
the Columbia River, commonly known as Sand Island, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mrs. ROGERS: A bill (II. R. 15833) to amend the World 
War adjusted compensation act as amended; to the Committee 
on ·w·ays and Means. 

Also, a bill (ll. R. 15834) authorizing appropriations for con
struc~ion at military post; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIIILMAN (by request of the Commil:isioners of the 
District of Columbia) : A bill (H. R. 15835) for the further 
protection of fiF-h in the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. APPLEBY: A bill (H. R. 15836) to make additions 
extensions, and improvements to the post-office building at 
Asbury Park, N. J.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 15837) to prohibit the use of 
time-measuring devices in connection with the work of em
ployees of the War Department, and for other purposes· to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ' 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1G838) to provide fo"r the purchase of 
horses for the Miiitary Establishment; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15839) authorizing the Davis school dis
trict of Farmington, Utah, to secure water for the use of the 
South Weber School from the water supply of the Ogden ord
nance reserve depot; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McLEOD: A bill (ll. R. 15840) to prollibit the 
prosecution under laws of the United States of a person for 
an act in respect of whictt he has previously been put in 
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jeopardy under the State law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15841) to prohibit the admission of evi
dence obtained by unreasonable search or seizure ; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\Ir. COCHRAN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 319) propos
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States· 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ' 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 320) proposing an amend· 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 321) creatin"' 
a commission to investigate the subject of civil-service retire': 
ment and the operation and administration of the law relating 
thereto ; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 322) authoriz
ing the Secretary of Agriculture to dif.;pose of real property 
located in Ilernando County, Fla., known as the Brooksville 
Plant-Introduction Garden, no longer required for plant-intro
duction purposes ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\Ir. RA11i.KIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 323) to 
approve a sale .of land by one l\Ioshulatubba · to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. ' 

By Mr. McREYNOLDS: Joint resolution (II. J. Res. 324) 
authorizing the use of a portion of that part of the United 
Stfttes Na~ional Cemetery Reservation at Chattanooga, Tenn., 
lymg outs1de the cemetery walls, for a city pound, animal 
shelter, and hospital; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PORTER: Concurrent resolution (II. Con. Res. 45)· 
requesting the President to enter into negotiations with the 
Republic of China for the purpose of placing the treaties relat
ing to Chinese tariff autonomy, extraterritoriality, and other 
matters, if any, in controversy between the Republic of Chlna 
and the United States of America upon an equal and reciprocal 
basis ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BECK: Resolution (ll. Res. 356) authorizing the 
Committee on Foreign A.ffairs to ascertain the extent and char
acter of unofficial intermeddling in the foreign affairs of the 
United States; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FAIRClliLD: Resolution (II. Res. 357) upholding 
the President in maintaining the rights of the United States 
and of its citizens in Mexico and in Nicaragua, and in observ
ing treaty obligations to the Nicaraguan Government recognized 
by the Government of the URited States; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 
. By Mr. TINK~AM: Resolution (ll. nes. 358) providing addi

tional compensatwn to Thomas F. Farrell and John A. Mcl'rlil· 
Ian; to the Committee on Accounts. 

.PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bUls and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. ADKINS: A bill (H. R. 15842) for the relief of Capt. 

Jame~ P. Mm·phy; to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. BACllMANN: A bill (H. R. 15843) granting an in

crease of pension to Sebina L. Hill; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

Also, a hill (ll. R. 15844) granting an increase of pension 
to Catherine Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (II. R. 15845) granting an increase 
of pension to Walter T. !'onion; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15846) granting an increase of pension 
to Frederick L. Eagle ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 15847) granting a pension to Aru1a L. 
Myers ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen~ions. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (II. R. 15848) granting an in
crease of pension to Mary A. Sanderl:i ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pen.·ions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 15849) for the relief of Edwin D. Morgan· 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ' 

By 1\lr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 15850) granting a pen· 
sion to Sarah J. Rea; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 15851) granting a pension to Samantha A. 
Mehinney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OELLER: A bill (H. R. 15852) for the relief of 
Max Hartenstein ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: A bill (H. R. 15853) granting an in
crea~ of pension to Margaret Trotter ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (II. R. 15854) granting an increase 
of pension to l!}lizabeth McCue; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By 1\fr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 15855) for the relief 
of Clifford J. Sanghove; to the .Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. DICKINSON of 1\Ii:-;Hourl: A bill (II. R. 15836) grant

in~ an increase of pension to Jacob G. Lobaugh; to the Com
mittee on Invalid P m;ions. 

lly Mr. F..ATON: A bill (H. R. 1G857) granting an increase 
of pension to l\lary E. McDu vitt ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ERTEllLY: A bill (H. R. 1G858) granting a pension 
to Pricillu Hillegas ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a hill (II. R. 1585ll) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen R. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. l'ENN: A bill (H. R 1G860) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary E. Griffith; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

All"o, a bill (H. R. 15861) granting an increaEle of pension to 
Mary S. \Valter; to the Committee on Invalid I•ensions. 

By Mr. FLI~TCIIER : A bill (II. R. 1!3862) granting an in
crease of pcwion to Mary A. Longworth ; to the Committee on 
Invalid PensionB. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (II. R. 15 63) for the relief of the 
widow of Wnrren V. Howard; to the Committee on Military 
Affair . • 

By 1\lr. FREAR: A bill (H. R. 15864) granting an increa e of 
pen~ion to Eliza E. Smith ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pemdons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1o 65) granting an increa. e of pension to 
Rose R. Green; to the C<>mmittee on In"Vali<l Pensions. 

By l\lr. FRENCH: A bill (ll. R. 15SGG) for the relief of 
estate of Kntherine Heinrich (Charles Grieser and others, ex
ecutors) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (II. R. 15867) for the relief of 
Franci~ Sweeney; to the Committee on Claims. 

Al. ·o, a bill (H. R. 15 68) granting a pension to Juliette 
Perry; to the Committee on Invalid Pension .. 

By Mr. H.A.l\IMER: A bill (H. R. 15 69) granting an in
crcai!e of pen_ ion to Rachel Dunning; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. lo870) granting a pension 
to Minn Barclen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

lly Mr. KE .... ffiALL: A bill (H. R. 1G871) granting nn increase 
of pension to Sarah Morrison ; to the Committee on Invalid 
'Pensions. 

·Also, a bill (H. R. 15872) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate A. Zinn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (II. R. 15873) grauting nn incrcn~e of 
pem;ion to Amy Lampman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. · 

Dy l\fr. KURTZ: A bill (H. R. 15874) granting an incrcaRe 
of pension to .Mary I. Gracey; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pem•ions. 

AI o, a bill (II. R. 15875) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie Hicks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15876) granting an increaf':c of pen~ion to 
1\lnrgnret A. Dively; to the Committee on Invalid Pension~. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15 77) granting an increa e of pension to 
Anna 1\I. Hick. ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

lly l\lr. LOZIER: A bill (II. R. 15 78) granting an increase 
of pen ion to .Elizabeth A . .MilLe;;; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pem:ion. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 15879) granting nn increase of pen ·ion to 
Emily Raber; to the Committee on Penf.lionf':. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. loS 0) granting a pension 
to Rachel F. nurdg; to the ommittee on Invalid ren~ion!'l. 

Al. o, a bill (H. R. 15881) granting a pcn:;~ion to Eliza Towell; 
to the Committee on Im·aliu Pensions. 

l~y Mr. ~ IADDEN: A bill (H. R. lu882) to credit the ac
counL of Hicking-:· J. Shand, United tntes property and dis
bur:-:ing officer, Illinois National Guard; to the Committee on 
Clnim .. 

JJy 1\Ir. MAJOR: A bill (II. n. 15883) granting a pension 
to larthn llid\s; to the Committee on In"Valid Pension~. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 15 84) granting an in
crease of pension to Annie 1\I. Power; to the CommHtee on 
In valid Pension!':. 

Ahm, a bill (H. R. 158 5) grnntin~ an increase of pension 
to Harriett Six; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By :Mr. ROW'BOTTOli: A hill (H. R. 15 G) granting an 
inc·rease ot pen ion to Eliza A. Riche ·on; to the Committee 
on Innllid Pensicms. 

By Ir. SOIL. ~EIDER: A bill · (H. R 1;:)887) granting an 
lncrea. e of pension to Eulalie Charboneau; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pen ions. 

By Mr. SWI1 TG: A bill (H. R. 15SR8) granting an increase 
of pension to Della V. Kcl. ey; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. TAYLOR of New JC'r~<'Y: A bill (H. ll. 1588n) fdant
ing- a pension to Annie H. Kenny ; to the Committee on In•alid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TI1'CHER: A bill (H. R 15890) granting a pension 
to Lydia Emmaline Dicus; to the Committee on Inn1li<l Pen
sion.·. 

lly Mr. UPDIKE: A bill (H. ll. 1GS!)1) for the relief of 
Mary n. Long ; to the Committee on Clnims. 

Also, a bill (II. U. 15802) granting an honorable di:-:charge 
to W. G. Burre--s; to the Committee on Military Affair:-;. 

Also, a bill (H. R. lo 93) grunting a pen~ion to Jt·~sie S. 
Erie; to the Committee on In"Valid Pension.~. 

Al:so, a bill (H. H.. 1fiRfl-!) granting a peu~ion to Florn .A. 
Haymaker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen._ions. 

Abo, a hill (H. R. Hi8D;)) granting a pension to FloreiH.:e 
A. Haines ; to the Cornmitt c on Invalid renl"ions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 15896) granting an increase of P<'ll~ion 
to Annie L. l\Iarkshury; to the Committre on Invalid I)en:·1ions. 

Al~o. a bill (II. R. 15B97) granting a pension to J!IIelis:--<a A. 
Trulock Lindsey; to the Committee on lnntlid PC'llsions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 15 !)8) granting a penHion to Elizabeth 
Redding; to the Committe on Invalid Pen. ionf.l. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 15809) grunting an in ·r<'ase of pension 
to J o~ ph M. Denni.· ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETI'l'IO~S, ETC. 

Un<ler clause 1 of Rule XXII. petitions and paper' were laid 
on the Clcrly'r-< desk and referred n. follows : 

44:}6. Petition of Reli~ZiouH Liberty Asgocintion of Tacoma 
Park, . \Ya._c::hington, D. 0., tranr-<mittinoo n JICtition ~ign<>d by 
10:1 citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, protesting- the pu~:--age of 
llom:;e bill 10311; to the Committee· on the Dl trict of Co
lumbia. 

4437. By Mr. AYRI<JS: Petition of citizens of Wellington, 
Kun ., in behalf of legi:lation favoring Indian "'ar veterans 
and their widows; to the Committee on Pen.:ions. 

443 . Dy Mr. BURTNESS: Petition of H~v. J. n. Wcul"ich, 
pastor of the Community Church, Starkweather, N. D., con
cerning the amending of the preamiJle of the Conl:ltitution 
of the United State:; to the Committee on the Judicinry. 

4439. lly l\Ir. CRA~I'.rON: Petition of J. n. Earl and !)7 other 
residents of St. Clair, Mich., urging that there be no nwclilica
tion of the present immi~'Tation law to increa:-e the quota, and 
urging pas:-:age of .Ute deportation bill; to the Committt.:e on 
Immigration. 

4440. By Mr. CULLEN: ne. olutions adopted hy the hoard of 
directors of the Brooklyn humber of Commerce, exprc~sing 
opposition to the con ·truction of a deep-water bighwu ' from 
Montreal, Cannda, to Duluth, 1\linn.; to the Committee on 
River.· and Harbors. 

4441. Al~o, resolution of the Medical Society of the County 
of Kin~, adopted at itf' regular meeting on D~emher 21, l!)~G. 
held at the Meuical Socidy Dnilding, 1313 Bedford A\enne, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., expressing oppo:-;ition to tl1e Sheppard-'l'owncr 
runtC'rnity act; to the Committee on Interstate nnd Foreign 
Commerce. 

4442. Ry Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of :Miss 1\Iary I.J. Doyle, 
2:>7 E Str<>et, South Boston, 1\fa~s., urging the enactment of 
prompt le.gi::;latlon to clear up the situation regnrdin;:: rn~1io 
broadcasting; to tile Committee on the Merchunt l\larine and 
Fisheries. 

4443. By Mr. KELLEn: Petition of Rev. W. J. Johnstone and 
3:l other rel'-lidents of f::)t. Paul, 1\llnn., urging the enactment or 
IIou. e bill 10311; to the Committee on the District of Colnmhia. 

4444. By 1\Ir. KL ·o: Petition a~ainst corupul:ory Suutlay ob
servance, t::igncd by Geo. \V. Anderson n.nd 64 other citizem; of 
AndoYer and Cambridge, Ill. ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

4·H5. lly Mr. MAGRADY: P<>tition of sundry citizens ot 
Berwick, Pu., urging the pasgnge of Ilou •. e bill 10311, known as 
the Lnnkford Sunday re ·t bill, for the District of Columbia ; 
to the Committee on tlte Di~trict of Columhia. 

44-16. By Mr. MAJOR: Petiti<m of certain voters of Ilug-hefl
ville, Mo., urging pal:'Sagc of Ci\"il \Yur pen:ion bill proyil1ing 
incrca:-:e of pension for ~oldicrs and their widows; to tlte Com
mittee on Invalid P(•n:-;ions. 

4447. lly 1 Ir. l\IATITIN of l\Iasflaclm. ettR: Petition of Flnndry 
citizens of Raynham, :Mns~.. ag-ainHt compulsory Hnnda-y ob
. ervance legislation; to the Committee on the Dif>trict of 
Columbia. 

444 . By ~Ir. SI~NOTT: Petitions of citizens of Oregon, pro
t~ting- ngniust Sunday ob ·ervauce bills; to U1c ComrnittL-e on 
the DlHtrict of C<>lumbia. 
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